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UNITED STATES GO'^ jANMEr 

Memo, 



TO 



FROM 




Hr. Rosen 



G. H. Scatterday <>J^V 



date: September 2, 1965 




SUBJECT: 




ane Check Request 



,>fc* 



> 







On 
re ceiv ed from 

on _ 

,57 submitted indi 

position as "janitor." 



a_ name check request was 

Supreme Court , 
_ ' The Form 
dual ~Is~ applying for 



A check of Bureau files reveals no id 
lerogatory Information concerning 




/ Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 

dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the request. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Form 57 on | ^ be stamped 

"no derog data" and returned t^rnel^^S^sTrreme Court . If 
approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check 
Section for handling. 
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IJNITED STATES COVANMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



Mr* DeLoach 



DATE: 9-14-65 



from : M. A? Jones 
/ 

subject: YALE JEROME KAMISAR 
LAW PROFESSOR 
UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 

BACKGROUND: 







M 



The 9-H-65 issue of "The Washington Post" earned an article 
. entitled "Judges Hear Critics of High Court" in which it was reported i£at former 
New York Police Commissioner Michael J. Murphy attacked the U. Sr^u preme 
Couriiur hampering the administration of criminal justice at the 28th annual """" 
""Judicial Conference of the Third Judicial Circuit of the United States. Captioned 
individual launched a vigorous attack on Murphy's statements. The Director has 
inquired, "What do we know of Yale Kamisaf?" 

INFORMATION IN BUFILES: 
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M. A. Jones to De Loach memo 
RE: YALE JEROME KAMISAR 




REC OMMENDATION: 



h^ t 



For the Director's information. 
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Jutlges Hear 
Cities of 
High Court 

ATLANTIC CITY. NX, 
Sept 10 (UPI>— The U.S. Su- 
preme Court was condemned 
and praised in a panel discus 
sion yesterday while Chief 
Justice Earl Warren listened 
intently. 

The occasion was the 28th 
_ ...ual Judicial Conference of 
the Third Judicial Circuit of 
the United States, covering 
...m Jersey, Pennsylvania and 
Delaware, 

Before a roomful of lawyers 
and Judges, former New york 
Police Commissioner Michael 
J. Murphy attacked the Higlj 
Ccu_*t for hampering the ad- 
ministration of criminal jus- 
tice while "vicious casts'' 
were loose on the streets. Ka 
was referring to the Supr^.a 
Court ruling In 1361 that ex- 
tended to state courts the Fed- 
eral rule that Illegally seized 
evidence is inadmissible in 
criminal trials. 

i "We are forced to fight by 
rules while the criminals are 
permitted to gouge and bite," 
he declared. 

"It has been our experience 
that if suspects are told o: 
I their rights they will not con- 
fess," he added. \ 
Yale Kamisar, law professor 
at" the University of Michigan 
and a 'leading authority on 
criminal law, rose to launch a 
vigorous attack on Murphy's 
statements. At times his re- 
marks elicited laughter from 
the crowd, including Chief 
Justice Warren and Associate 
Justice William J. Brennan Jr. 
Kamisar called Murphy's 
position "simplistic, narrow- 
minded and politically expe- 
dient." 

"Fighting crime is a J!::"- 

cult, frustrating business," 

' ' -lid Kamisar. "When you 

can't handle it, the easiest and 

-rjmost politically attractive de- 

'''vice is to blame it on the 

V courts. It's a lot more popular 

t!thA^ r r» is Las taxes to i..-.^.-o 

.' , the police force." ,fw^_~ 
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Tele Room 

Holmes 

Gdndy 




The Washington Poet and / } <^ \ 

Time* Herald ^ 

The Washington Daily News i ^ 

The Evening Star . *,. 



New York Herald Tribune — 
New York Journal-American. 

New York Dally Newt 

New York Post 




The New York Time* 
TT EJih Baltimore Sun 



^ 



The Worker 

The New Leader 



XT 



tall Street Journal 
The National Observer . 
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-MR. FIUT. 



The attached copy of a letter addressed^ 9ali; 
to the House of Representatives was um [ *©■■»*'. 
sent the Director anonymously from „r. wu , v » n 
Newark, New Jersey. 
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oooain la ay atata, not Jaat ay •** 

aaa * aporii af honor* anrallty» aatrlotlaa 

. X bollovo all faar ara dying or bora 



X mi writing to avory 

district 4a aoaaa X 

and plain ald-Aaariaoa gota 

alraody dlod. X hot* rand nana litarotara lotoly by '••dgor law 

1. Anarloa-Saviat iaplonago Torgat #X 1* 

bo o o n b ot 1%, J. tho foith af oar yarafothara* 



X aa diaooarngod and dloguatod oad furloan at tan 

AgAXff, af tbo Oonauaiata dan to ■nothor anprono 

tholr r«v»r. Coogroon oito idly ay ond dooo nothing yot ovory 

af ooagroon will bo oaolovod liko X will ba» tholr doaghtnra 

by tho big tad orny far tho hoolth of tho aaa ao mm Ipm in 

Yhia aokoo aa ooni» wkotovor-trooooa lo mooing ronpant 

powar ta atop it la ia aurai. trayara baoa boon roi 

our oohoolo, tho no ur t ban a fig fro Co—mint rating* now Oaa Hall 

gloata aa *•¥. and la taa howa boonnoo Ma party dooo aat boro to 

roglator* aa oan aapoot aero "Oporatloaa Abolition** *Tba 

hao uourpod tho powwro iarootod ia Congrooo by oar dodloatod» oafforlng 

foraf athoro bat I ooouoo ooagrooo af lethargy, boiag paid far aa 

roprooaotation and for vilifying tholr aotba af off loo. Oar ooly bona 

of ionurod f r oodo a aa4 o aoodod turnabout lloa ia Oongroooioaal logiaJ 

1 do not bolloro. ao tho John birah Sooloty dooo, that hr. a* 

bo inpoaohod. X think bo nhould bo tarrod aad foathorod aw 

along with hi* ao bio gnilt ia aharod by all. toga aloofc, ia 

Vow, tbio lotoat victory for tho Roda ia tbo loot atrav. Xt aioki 

ay ooul£to aoo it, to know It bapponod and to aaa tho Rod* gloati 

Patrlota oho ora oallod oatraolato oooo ta bo tho oaly 

oopugh to watch tho rooporta booauoo Congraoo boo oortoialy foilod ta 

da ao* 
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^!a oakiac for, ploodiac far aad bogging far aa iavaotigatioa mt tba 
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"^ooiiolly tor m& foothor aia. oCr ^ z ^ ^ ^ 7 ffj~^ hK[ 
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CC: Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 



NOV 23 1965 



Mr. Hoover.... I a 1 * taking the liberty of sending you acopy of the above 

as your organization is' the only one left to trust. I did not send this 

j»y senators Williams and Case who aro both socialists and couldnt^cai 

s* ^ * , - less. 
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Lr Federal Bureau Of Investigation, 
f Washington, D.C. 









Mr. Tolson Jt-O/ 




Mr. Bt\monili^y 
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Mr. ( ullnhttn 




Mr. (niirttd 




Mr. Fnlt 




Mr. Gale 




Mr. Rouen 
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Mr. Sullivan — „ 

Mr. T.v.l 




Mr. Trotter 




Tele. Room 




Misa Holni«___. 




Miu rianAf 







J 



Gentlemen: 

I wish to report a co incident.which to me may have other 
implications. 

Over this past week end the Lob Angeles Times carried a 
short article stating that," Bettina Aptecker, who was a 
prime mover in the rierkley uproar, has announced that she 
is a communist and has been one for a long time'.' This is 
the same person who, when asked by a reporter during the 
Berkley trouble just last fall said," I am a Marxist, if 
I said that I was a communist, I could be jailed under the 
Smith act". 

This is the same girl who's Father is the head of the com- 
munist strategy organization in the east. 

Now just 2 days after this -admission of being a communist 
appeared in the Times, the ^Supreme Court, ftands down a 
decision which throwB out practically all the penalties 
of being a communist. And Gus Hall said that he will run 
candidates for office on the communist party banner. 

Ilt is my feeling that the communists have a plant in the 
organization of the Supreme Court, who tells them of the 
pending decisions, and how it affects the "party". 

If so this is most dangerous, as he can plant information 
that the communists want planted, just a well as leaking 
information out. 

I present this as a citizen who is worried about just where 
all this sort of thing iB leading us. p __ 

* ) r J> , ^ Youre truly ^ " n^ T"m.pz&£$> 
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Mohr 
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Casper 

Callahan . 

Conrad 
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Gale , 
Rosen, 
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Toife! A ' ' 

Trott«rvl 

Teie. Rooai , L 1 
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Gandy ' **' 



November 19, 1965 



L?% -A 7S*?sr 




>ng Beach 2, California 





Your letter of November 16th has 



been received. 



\ 



I can assure you your Interest In 
furnishing me your observations Is appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

JaJEd gar Hoover 



NOTE: 




Correspondent Is not identifiable in BufUes 
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UNITED STATES <| ,'ERNMENT 

Memorandum 



J 



$V 



FROM 



Mr. Gale 






1^" 



date; December 7, 1965 




SUiiji-CT: 



T. J. lie Andrews 



>'--: CAiUIINE TRAMUNTI, also known as, ET AL 

-. - INT32.3TAT3 TRANSPORTATION IK r^ 

* AID OF RACKETEERING - GAMBLING ' Q? 




area during early 1963. 
the largest ever to be 
banl: roll of $200,000. 



; In a ruling handed down December 6, 1965, the United States 
Supreme Court reversed the decisions of the District and Second Circuit 
Court of •Appeals in a contempt of court conviction of Al Harris, who 
fronted ,£or Tramunti, a leader in the Thomas Luchese "family" of La Cosa 
Nostra, in a huge dice game being operated nightly in the Miami, Florida 

This game, which was described at the tiir.e as 
held in lliami, reportedly operated on a nightly 

During 19S3 this case was broug htf before a Federal Grand J^ry 
... ihe Southern District of New York and Karris was called to testify, 
,,..rticuiarly regarding certain telephone calls between New York and 

crida in connection with the promotion of this gaiae . Upon his refusal 
-j testify, claiming protection under the Fifth Amendment, Karris was \J 
granted immunity under Section 409 (1) of the Federal Communications Ac^~ 
ollowing Harris 1 continued refusal to testify under conditions of ^ 
_..imunity, he was called before a District Judge in New York's Southern 
Jistrict, sworn as a witness, and the judge propounded the same questions 
which Harris again refused to answer. Harris was thereafter held in 
contempt and received a one-year sentence under Rule 42 (a) , Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure. The Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, upheld 
the District Court's ruling. 



Justic 
a proc 
which 
of the 
of ir.s 
was in 
1l rem 
tL- .-a 

j- ..ir 
I - I,:r 
I - :ir 

-1- — •..1'" 



The United States Supreme Court's majority opinion (5-4, with 
es Stewart, Clark, Harl*n and Y/hite dissenting) deals primarily wit 
edural issue, ruling that the handling of this matter under 42 (a) , 
the majority opinion holds is reserved for such matters as affronts 

dignity of the court, the quelling of disturbances, the handling 
olent tactics, all within the presence and hearing of the judge, 

error. The decision of the lower courts is reversed and this case 
anded for proceedings under Rule 42 (b) , which in general prescribe; 
ndling of all criminal contempts except those specified under 42 (a" 
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Memorandum to Mr. Gale 
ile: Carmine Tramunti, Et 



Al. 



In reversing the case, the Court specifically quotes some of 
the provisions of 42 (b) , which, in brief, call* for notice of hearing 
and that "the defendant is entitled to a trial by jury in any case in 
which an act of Congress so provides," and for the fixing of punishment 
upon a guilty verdict. 

Of particular pertinence to the Bureau's work, however, is the 
majority's launching into an implied "fear of re prisa l" doctrin e^. The 
Court's opinion observes that "what"" appears to De""li~"Srazen recusal to 
cooperate with the grand jury may indeed be a case of frightened silence. 
Refusal to answer may be due to fear - fear of reprisals on the witness 
or his family" - - - "V/e can imagine situations where the questions are 
so inconsequential to the grand jury but the fear of reprisal so great 
that only nominal punishment, if any, is indicated." This inclination, on 
the Court's part could well have' an effect on a number of our more 
important cases in the field of organised crime in which immunity is an 
_ssue, primarily our case against Chicago "Commission" member, Sam 
Giancana; our convictions of several members of the Thomas Luchese 
"family' 1 in New York, and, for that matter, our general theory of (. ■■• 
prosecutive approach in which we are making valuable use of the immunity 
provisions in various statutes in our drive against organized crime. 

T/ith regard to the Giancana case , the Department has made a 
preliminary observation, in light of this reversal, that, while Giancana' 
contenpt citation is a civil mattei*, on which the above-discussed decisit 
^oes not touch, the Court may in the future return a ruling adverse to 
che Government because of the introduction of the "fear of reprisal" 
doctrine. Concerning the convictions of Luchese's men in New York, v/hicl 
are scheduled for imminent review by the Supreme Court as a "package," 
the Department feels 
convictions may well 



that in light of the Karris decision these 
be in jeopardy. 



OBSERVATIONS: 



■i ^ 
hcv.'ever , 



The liberal element of the Supreme Court has struck another 
o\'i against law enforcement and the drive against organized crime, 
will, of course, push to have Harris tried before a jury for contempt 
it is not known *how far the Supreme Court is going to carry 
the "fear of reprisal" doctrine which they dwelt on in the Harris case. 
lz appears that the Court might well be adopting a doctrine which will 
pjrmit La Cosa Nostra members and other racket figures to defy the 
-immunity provisions in Federal statutes by claiming fear of reprisal 
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Mor.'Orar.dum to llr. Gale 

^e; Carmine Traiuunti, Et Al. 



£i.-o:.. La Cosa Nostra. If this is true, the Court may also reverse any 
convictions obtained by jury trial the same as they reversed this 0..0 



Me will urge immediate action to have Harris tried under the 
provisions of Rule 42 (b) and we will closely follow related decisions 
Is they affect our work, particularly in the field of organized crime. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT; 



Mr. Rosen 





iW<£ 



date: January 5, 1966 



1 - 
1 - 
1 - 



Mr. DeLoach 
Mr. Rosen 
Name Check 



G. H. ScatterdayHV"*' /, 

EMS COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST 



By letter received December 27, 1965, a 
request was received from Mr. John F. Davis 





Indlca 
Supreme 



A check of 
nformatlon concerning 
Identification Dlvlsl 



Burea^file^r 
on^reWar^no 



name check 
Supreme _ 
who was - 
fetter 
or a position with the 



eveals no Identifiable 
and a name check of the 
arrest record for her. 



Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr, Tolson dated 
9/3/57 indicates the Director instructed that no action be 
taken concerning requests for name checks received from the 
Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to him and 
he has ruled on the request. 



RECOMMENDATION : 

That the attached letter be sent to Mr, Davis 
indicat^gtha^noinvestigation has been conducted con- 
cerning J And our files reveal no Information 
i d e n t i f 1 MiHrWnir . 



Enclosure ~S*,0f h *?- * £ *& " 
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UNITED STATES GO\ I NMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



Mr. Rosen 



ttf^&* 





SJHE CHECK REQUEST 



4, 1966, a name check request was received 

Marshj 
* born 

bra 57 submitted indicates that this 
is applying for a position as "messenger." 




-V& 



A check of Bureau files reve 
ierogatory information concerning 



identifiable 




Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated 
September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed 
that no action be taken concerning requests received from the 
Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to him and 
he personally rules on the request. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Form 57 on ■ V, be 

stamped "no derog data" and returneOOnMjTT Supreme Court. 
f approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check 
ection for handling. 
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UNITED STATES GO\ s.NMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 
FROM : n. P. Callahan 



DATE: 



j/jyt & 



subject: x ne Congressional Record 






r 

r 



Fa^cs Uplift- Ccntreas&iaa Cross, (K> Iowa, pointed out \ 
that "oa ille la ta© U. b y-Su?rcise Court, tg sored and gathering d*at lor aearty 
4 yc&ra, is as ©iriclai Uanscrlpt t;^t Miiy-'orD in deUil tie s: ocUr^ slor/ 01 
a Litter ieiid aiuon^, i edsrai judges ia-0*ia:i0^a City, Griia, "* I4r. Cross 3cis 
:erU ic. f or»--aiioa portaialt^ to tUis featf. lie v.cut ou to d&lc "As a cUUcn aad 
& iifitiLer Oi Cs^ress, I caaaot sit Idly by aa4 uatchviiii* tae reapcct ana 
coal'iiencc in t;.a Vetforal Jaolsiary is unc<sr«xiaea ia Oilaaotia or aa/ ctucr 
area or las Katioa /a*i I subj*u taal thexs ar© otter areas that aec*d attention! 
2 ar^si ia tie £tro&£6£t tcrzaa ai *u/ com&aod tha* ta© proper coaaultteos oi 1 
^oa^ress tauaca aa imo-sdiaio iiu«sli£atioa. ** 
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NOT RECORDtD 

121 MAR 1 1966 




In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
riecord for ^~j t j fa C> was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Directors attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
pon»*pn« ei g (Copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in4X>fcf»AheUeaul&*&or subject matter files. 
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T JNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

AApmnrrmrium 



rwr v,jW » VW W# f V 



TO Mr 



FROM 




. DeJ^iCl 



• Rosenj^ 



date: March 1, 1966 
Mr, DeLoach 
Mr. Wick 
Mr. Rosen 



subject .tames RIDDLE HQFFAj ET AL 
OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE 



W)C 



1 
i 
l 

1 n 
1 - 

i ,. 

1 - 





Office by 



On 2/25/66 information was furnished to our San Francisco 




Recommended that the attached memorandum be sent to the Attorney Gen- 
eral furnishing him this information and advising that no action with 
respect thereto will be taken in absence of a specific request. It 
is recommended further that the attached airtel be directed to our 
San Francisco Office advising of the action being taken in this matter 




Enclosure 
72-1459 
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CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach 
RE: JAMBS RIDDLE HOFFA 




■y 



v 



' ^ 



RECOMMENDATIONS t v ; : 

.'■ ' '•- '"' 1 . • Ou r San Francisco f)f-f4rft forwardftd a aemnranriiim fnr 
dissemination 



J^it^i^iHEimiiir^WFTiL 



Lvis_io n feels 

neither the identity of \ Bwho 

received %^ie information, nor thatofl I^^^^Sroo made 
the remarkiV should be concealed in furnishing the information to the 
Department. Attached for approval is a memorandum to the Attorney 
General with copies for the Deputy Attorney General and Assistant 
Attorney General Vinson furnishing them the information received and 
stating that no further action with respect thereto will be taken by 
this Bureau in absence of a specific request from the Department. 

2, Also attached for approval is an airtel to our San 
Francisco O ffice adv isi ng that it was necessary to furnish the 
identity of| |and^| fto the Department. 
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\ 



to. 



A 




5°R- 



Honorable llarvln Watson 



eciaX Assletant to tbo President 



■hO^ 



March 3, 1066 

BY LIAISON 
* Mr. DeLoach 
- Mr. Wick 




The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Watsom 

The following information, which was given to the 
San Francisco, California, Office of this Bureau, £s being 
furnished as a matter of possible 
This 




Cn * in 
To, ■ . .. 



TJOTE: See 

— "JAMES RIDDLE" HOFPA 



Ti- 



Ho.- 
Gandy 



memo Rosen.„to DeLoach, WAF:ba, 3/1/66, captioned 
OFPA; ET AL';\ SoBfeTftugflp^ OF JUSTICE." . V 

MAIL ROOM C— J TCL -' ' *■ **■ 



./ 



RETYPE UNIT 






u 



J 



Eonorablo Marvin Watson 



The foregoing information has been furnished to the 
Attorney General with the advice that no further action with 
respect thereto will be. taken by this Bureau in the absence 
O? a specific request from the Department of Justice. 



Sincerely yours, 
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Mr* J, Edgar Hoover* 
Washibgton, U .. C» 



25 Msrch,1966. 

v 



Dear MR*Haovert 

I am sending you this Information you 
already know about but I am wondering if 
any help can be given to police officers 
I am retired from the Los Angeles police 
Dspt* you dant remember me MR.Hbaver but 
about thirty years ago when I was riding 
motorcycle policeesoor^^iereyou came 
to Los Angeles* IH P^b W 
captain and assigned me far your escort 
we went to Hollywood and around a few 
places we were over an Sunset Blvd. That 
being your escort Mr .Hoover, Bla n k 
Tto al l of you I thank you. 



THE COURT CAUSES 
ALL OUB TttOVBl 

The President can reverse 
the trend to crime and addic- 
tion in this country bv address- 
ing his plea to th ^Suprema 
Courts ;- _ 

Let the Court reverse Itself 
on Prayers, Dirty Books, Com- 
munists and other criminals 
and then watch America re- 
turn to sanity and respectabil- 
ity. ' 

I The Court at the behest of 
the A.OL.U. is behind all this 
unre st and_ confusion that 
curses' UliifAic^lessed nation. 
J5T TJjSmzPATRICK, rt 
Queensr^ilage. UfJe 

was myjcreaiest t hrill 
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March 31, 19W 
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I received your postal card of March IBth 
and want to thank you for remembering me so kindly. 

It was thoughtful of you to make your views 
on problems confronting our Nation available to me, and 
I am enclosing literature which I trust will be of interest 
to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
Eiagtt Hoover 
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Enclosures (2) 

1 - Little Rock - Enclosure 

Faith of Free Men 
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TO 



/i 



FROM 



SUBJECT 



UNITED STATES GC 'RNMENT 

Memorandum 

Mr. Rosen 

G. H. Scatterday 



J 



date: May 4, 1966 



Tolson 

DeLoach . 

Mohr 

Wick 

Casper — 
Callahan . 



Conrad . 



URT NAME CHECK REQUEST 






at this indiv 
"Custodian." 



a name check request was 
Ma rshal . U.S. Supre me 

ovn{ 

e Form 57 submitted Indicates 

s applying for a position as 



als no identifiable 




A check of Bureau files 
erogatory information concerning 



Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the 
request. 

RECOMMENDATION ; 

■ ' ' ^^— 

" " That the Form 57 o _ _ 
"no derog data" anc returned 



>e 
stamped "no derog data" anc returned to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned 
to the Name Check Section for handling . 
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UNITED STATES GO RNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



Mr* Rosen 

G. H. Scatterday 



a^ 



date: Kay 18, 1966 






s'l 



,1966, a name check request was received 
™" [arshal^U^S^Sujargm^Court^on^^^ 
born ^ ^ 

__^____ The Form 57 submitted indicates that this 
Lvidual is applying for a position as "charwoman." 

A check of Bureau files reveals no i dentifiable 
/derogatory information concerning 

. Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 

\ dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has been 
presented to him and he personally rules on the request. 




RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Form 57 on J Pbe stamped "no derog 
data" and returned to the U. S. Supreme Court. If approved, 
this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check Section 
[or handling. 
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4:50 PM 



June 16, 19GG 
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roi. dl: loach 

IdS. WICK 



Senator Fcoosrt C. Byrd oi West Virginia called and said he was 
vcaic-rias il eouicc^e^a the Bureau could prepare for hisn a little speech 
with reference to th e Supreme Court ruling on Monday en police questioning 

Of EUSp3Ct3. 



I told the Senior I could got that dene. I also told him there is a 

complication there T;h'ieh the Chii: Justice tried to tahe care ci in hi3 opinion 
in tii3-t they are try Lis to elahn there is r.o dhlerentiatioa between the types 
c£ crime handled by the FLl and those ci local authorities. I stated that, 
c£ course, is cot entirely accurate beeauce in Federal crimes, ycu generally 
hnvo trio caio p^cCty v. 7 cll i_u:b he_cre zuehiro cm arrest and in local crimes 

ycu may have an ah or ucea^ii and the pc-iice clueer Las to ruahe an arrest 

at cacs. _ ^nated under the ruih^s x-io nor; have, a pertcn has to 03 advised 
that he need not talh aad can Lave a lawyer, et cetera, and therefore I think 
it will hit the local authorities harder than ths Federal authorities, but I 
would get him up some notes en this. 



relator liyrd stated he would appreciate it as he would like to make 
a speech on the Senate floor hitting that ruling. 



be handled. 



I epche to lar. Tolsea about this matter mid instructed that it 
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Very truly yours, 

J. L K, 



John ^dtar Hoover 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
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Casper 

Callahan 

Confad 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT 



Mr. Rosen 



date: June 16, 1966 



<T Col. 

ffrr Smite 



G. H. Scatterday 




1 - Mr. Rosen 
lsf*l 1 - 

flsTIPRJEME nniTRT MtUF CHECK REQUEST 



On June 9. 1 966. a name check request was received 

rshal ._U. S. Supreme Court , on 
born , 




Tav«l 

Tro(t»r 

T*l*. Room 

Holrret 

Gaudy 







> / ^ A check of Bureau files reveals no id entifiable 

H /^ derogatory information concerning 

Memorandum from Mr, Nichols to Mr. Tolson 
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the request. 



RECOMMENDATION; 

the Form on | ^ be 

stamped "no derog data" and returned^othet^n^Supreme 
Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned to 
the Name Check Section for handl i ng . 
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OFflOHAL POtM NO, 10 
MAT it*3 IbmON 
01* g|H MO. NO. 1J 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT 



UNITED STATES GO^RNMENT 

Memorandum 

Mr. Rosen 

SUPREME COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST 




date: June 16, 1966 

1 - Mr. Rosen 
1 - -Mame Check 

1 






966 , a name check request was rece 
shal, U. S. Supreme Court, on 
born 






The Form 57 submitted indicates tEat 
this individual "Is "applying for a position as "police 
rivate." 

A check of Bureau files re veals no iden tifiable 
erogatory information concerning 

Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated 
September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed 
that no action be taken concerning requests received from 
the Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to 
him and he personally rules on the request. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Form on | ^ be 

stamped "no derog data" and returneTtothe U. S. Supreme Court, 
If approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name 
Check Section for handling. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 




The Director 



DATE:^^/*7 /9 ^ 



OM N. P. Callahan 



SUBJECT; jhe Congressional R 
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***« 124S5- 1*446. Co^rcuMts l*vl*t, (R) 0*», Utr0d9c«4 
t rt«0,,tloft (B. J. k«#, Utej =*P0O£ifi| »r : t*4«tftt i« t&« Cowttttiuoa *i 
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naljbf4 fSeiiiandum captioned oyi ^ated as above, the Congressional 

was reviewed and pertinent items were 






In the origi 

Recor 

marked 

portions ui <j ^^1^7 \j* in^_ **-*•*. •-»- - 

in appropriate Eureau case or subject matter files. 



d for^-^i- )}JJ/ 41 IQfifi was reviewed and P erUnent items were 

■d for^eOTrfcTaA atfJflftmi. Thus iorm has been prepared in order that 

>ns of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
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June t7,196T 



J. Edgar Hoover 
Director, P.B.I. 
Washington, D.O, 



Mr. ToJson— 

Mr. DeLoach 
M/..mW-_ 




Mr. t'aspBf 1 .- 

Mr. ; .*t'-.,nan .. 

ifcffit ._ 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. SuliivaiL^ 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. TV.-tter 

T«le. Room 

Miu H=;lm«„ 
Mica Gandy 






Sear Mr, Hoover, 



O 



I am writing in regards to the recent §UPr_s5^.J2pjjJCJ rul- 
ing of our state, I send along clippings from one of our 
looal newspapers. I would like you to do all within your 
power to help us in this state to get these rulings re- 
versed. Something is very badly wrong here with our law. 
There is a great increase in crime, yet instead of our 
laws being strengthened, they are weakened. Thus it is 
easier for the criminal to escape punishment and aot a- 
gain. There is no fear of law-enforcement officers, for 
his hands are tied, I am only a citizen, and a Christian 
mother trying to raise my children to respect the law. 
But, what about the children who will not be taught by 
thler parents, either will they learn by a lesson of law. 
They are learning they may be freed through some little 
tecnlcal letter of our precious Constitution, It is my 
children, and millions of others that will grow up under 
fear of the freed criminal unless TOtJ and I do somethings 
We must prevent this kind of supreme power to change laws 
without a vote from the good people who must live underS. 
the fears of such rulings. Such a ruling was by the Su* * 
preme Court on the banning of Bible reading and prayer 
in our shools. This was pushed by a non-God-fearing wo- 
man who also defies the law. Tet the Supreme court 
changed the law for her and her kind. A poll now being 
taken shows only 2% are her kind. So the other 9k% (as 
of now) live under the law set down by the small minor- 
ity. We do not try to force man to accept God, but they 
must be forced to obey the law. We must do something to 
change these rulings. I close this letter with these 
words. What will you do to help us2 Tell me what I may 
do. 

Respectively yours, 

„4. 4 
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Local Reaction to Supreme! Court: 
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More 
About 



Ruling on Confessions 



(Continued from Page 1) 

paper accounts of the opinion, 
confessions for all practical pur- 
poses are out in all criminal 
prosecutions." 

"If it says what the papers 
said, it's done away with con- 
fessions in criminal trial," de- 
clared Corbin. 

"God help us," added Corbin 
'God help the public. I sincerely 
mean this." 

Corbin said an air mail re- 
quest has been made to Wash- 
ington for an official copy of 
the opinion. He said it is hoped 
it will arrive today. 

The high court's decision is 
meant to provide firm guidelines 
to police, the judiciary and pros- 
ecutors on just what is legal 
in the question of seU-incrimina- 
tory statements by criminal de- 
fendants. 

IT IS common knowledge in 
legal circles that the court un- 
dertook the present decision in 
order to clarify confusion caused 
by the Escobedo decision. The 
decision gave the right to a sus 
pect to demand and be repre- 
sented by an attorney at inter- 
rogations. 

Monday's decision contains 
these key legat points: 

—"The prosecution may not 
use statements, whether excul- 
patory or inculpatory, stem- 
ming from custodial interroga- 
tion of the defendants unless it 
demonstrates the use of pro- 
cedural safeguards effective to 
secure the privilege against self- 
incrimination." 

—"PRIOR TO any questioning 
the person must be warned that 
he has the right to remain 
silent, that any statement he 
does make may be used as 



evidence against him, and that 
he has a right to the presence 
of an attorney, either retained 
or appointed." 

—"The defendant may waive 
effectuation of these rights, pro- 
vided the waiver is made volun- 
tarily, knowingly and intelli- 
gently." 

—"If, however, he Indicates in 
any manner and at any stage 
of the process that he wishes to 
consult with an attorney before 
speaking there can be no ques- 
tioning. Likewise, if the individ- 
ual is alone and indicates in 
any manner that he does not 
wish to be interrogated, the po- 
lice may not question him.*' 



Phoenix Police Chief Paul 
Blubaum took a "wait and see" 
attitude toward the high court 



decision. He said the police de- 
partment would await legal ad- 
vice and then "make any ad- 
justments in procedure as seems 
necessary." 

COMMENTING on the second 
point, relative to a defendant's 
right to counsel in the police 
interrogation room, Cordova 
said: 

'If the opinion holds that 
someone restrained of his lib- 
erty while being questioned by 
officers during the investigatory 
stage, and prior to being ac- 
cused or charged, is entitled to 
court-appointed counsel at the 
expense of the state, then for 
all practical purposes, in any 
criminal prosecution, use as 
evidence of an admission or a 
confessios would be the rare ex- 
ception and not the rule." 
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periston Held Step Toward 
Confession Ban in Court 
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By HOWARD BOICE 

f^THE US/ SUPREME Court 
eventually will ban criminal 
confessions as courtroom evi- 
tw in afl cases, Maricopa 
County public defender Vernon 
B. Croaff contended yesterday. 

He said the high court's ruling 
Monday was "just a step toward 
this goal" 

IN THE Monday decision, the 
court held confession! obtained 
by police cannot be used as evi- 
dence unless certain conditions 
an net. 

Uses* BKiude advising a sus- 
pect that ne has a right to con- 
sult an attorney, "either re- 
tained or appointed," and that 
he may not be questioned If "he 
Indicates in any manner and at 
any stage of the process" that 
he does not wish to be interro- 
gated. 

/ The much-discussed high court 
periston overturned the convic- 
tion of Ernest Arthur Miranda, 
J6, of Phoenix, among other*. 
lie was sentenced to 20 to 30 
years in prison for the 1963 kid 
naplng and rape of an 11-year- 
old Phoenix girl. 

ROBERT K. Corbin, Maricopa 
County attorney, disclosed yes- 
terday that Miranda will be re- 
turned to Phoenix and tried 
again on the charges. 

-Croaff pointed to a dissent by 
U. S. Supreme Court Justice 
Byron White in the Escobedo 
case to back bis belief in the 
high court's direction. 

In the 1«4 Escobedo case, a 



landmark decision, the 
court extended the right to coun- 
sel for a suspect to be police 
mtevTOgafDBD room, * 

WMt* wrote: "The decision is 
thus another major atep in the 
direction of the goal which the 
court seemingly has in mind — 
to bar from evidence all admis- 
sion obtained from an individual 



suspected of > crime, whether! 
Involuntarily made or not" 

CROAFF also asserted that 
the court was making the police: 
"investigators instead of con 
men." ' 

But sheriff and police said it 

would make little difference in 

their handling of investigations, [ 

(Continued on Page U, Col. 1) I 
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Police Complaint on Court Rule Minimized 



Washington Port Service 

■ WASHINGTON— The Supreme Court decision restricting 
■Use of suspects' confessions will not have the major impact 
'» law enforcement some critics fear, Atty Gen. Nicholas 
Katzenbach said yesterday. 

J^it will crimp some police practices, particularly the 
Wholesale clearing of crime -reports with a single arrest,, 
^t it in no way means police departments should "close' 
' shop," Katzenbach said. 

attorney general defended the Monday ruling as 
the federal practice of two decades tad said 
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it would have virtually no effect in fedcraf, criminal cases. 
The high court ruled that federal an. sUate trial courts 
could not accent confessions from dei< -.dants who were 
interrogated without being advised of th ir r<(hts to legal 
counsel and a wanting of possible seU-i Timjnatien. 

Some law enforcement officers charg the restrictions 
would impede prosecutions and accelerate io already rising 
crime rate. * 

He said the decision was not as sweeping as it was in- 
terpreted In some quarters. Statistically, few rosnfction* 
result Jnm confessions or Interrogations, be ad<?et 
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Man* A beat 

Confession 

(CMmltBPMil) 

ItaplmUmb ttmuck 
aurt difficult to get conviction. 

Capt R. W. Edmuddra, chief 
of Investigation of the Mari- 
copa County sheriffs office, 



"Or arreatigibona wot 
sauuja lUtWb bar* good m- 
Fadptm. Thra (dedake) Jot 
rata it harder, (bate aH" 

ntOBOX Pobce Chief Paul 



pate that any major changes 
In our operation will be Deces- 
sury. We ban ahnya ben nu- 
sckHs of Individual rights and 
hare almji attempted le feUow 
estabttsbed rule* end procedures 



Defense Asks Dismissal of Charges in Ambush Shooting 



Creaff said h. 

wthufte om fe* days with 
the county mwu 

of sinwrilkas to r _^ 

■argiac ha staff fct light of the 
raiing. 

Be safichaavi taut hai ofllce 
IMJ bere to prortfc eHoraori 
ott**T«™nd the dock at pe- 
ace statfcns throughout Die 



I -I AH MOT e btHefer In 

, fkmn or doom *t many bare 

• eipnaHd." m regard as tin de- 

; cairn, Croat! sail adding: 

| "B a rtJ e step away from 
. *het many legal authorities be- 
v neve a the ultimate protection 
.' of the CoratitaUoo la ea 
; Spume the police b the 
- turn of hevmg to nnestigate 
. ceeet more ttnraujhJy end ob- 
tim oeAstkn under more coo- 
— trotted drcumstances." 

Corbta, however, celled the 
dectakm *o black day for law 
enroreement," 

"WE MTCffT *a well throw 
away the book on interroga- 
tion," be said. "And w* wont 
he maJdng M main arrests. 
The minute be (the napect) in- 
dicates be wanb an attorney, 
wo ban to Hep right there and 
fat hln an attorney before 
fo an? farther." 

Superior Court judges Warren 
L. McCarthy and George M. 
Sterling disagreed with Corbo. 

This won't give a trained of- 
ficer any problem at all." Mc- 
Carthy said. 

"It Jut mate* crystal dear 
whet weVe believed the law to 
be all •Jong, assuming newi 
porta (of the decisM are i 
rM." SlerUrif? said 



By JACI CROWE 

Sparred by Monday'a U.S. Supreme Court decision, defease 
attorneys mured late yesterday to have charges dismissed 
against four youths accused of the ambush shooting Feb. H 
of a etty detective. 

The mm for dismissal waa bmed « an order entered 
by Judge Val A. Cordon yesterday afternoon in which be 
reversed a prevkua dedaka by himself and ruled Ined- 
.misslble confesdona given to peace by three of the defend- 
ants. 

Judge Coram, tela be actai tn Una with Monday'a US. 
Supreme Court decision which granta Increaeed protection 
to defendant! In criminal teat* who make inrrimtn.iing 
s t a temen t ! wbue being Questioned by polk*. 

MINUTES AFTER CORDOVA entered the ruling, defeant 
eataneys tiled e pettton for a writ of habeas corpus. The 
action reunited la the sebedulieg of e hearing at •:» a.m, 
today before Judge Charles Sudhim for a determination 
of the legality of ohargea of attanpted murder pending 
•gtlnat the quartet. 

That bearing apparently win hoM pnndeiKe eeer another 
order by Judge Cordon that the ouartet ahould stand trial 
atarting at %:» am. today (or the gunahot wounding of de- 
tectire Dudley Glbaon. Gibooa waa atepped for e traffic 
Ugbl k) hia police car el the tune. 

IntHaDy, defenaanta Ralph IfcGee, U, Alfred L» Smith, 
*, Stephen Belden, IT. and Ckantin Troy Thomai, U, were 
lo have gone on trial Tuesday. 



HOWEVER, JUDGE CORDOVA poatpotwd the trial in 
order to determine how Monday'a high court dedaion af- 
fected the caae. 

FoTjowrgg a ckaed pretrial hearing latt Friday, Cordon 
ruled admissible in evidence atatttnenta given by McGee, 
Smith end BoUen, He held trwimuelble, on ground that Ida 
rights as a juvenile had been rUated, a statement ob- 
tained by police from Thomas. 

Judge Cordova rarptarned mat ha rerenal on the ad- 
mltrlMllty of the eutements of IfcGee, Smith and Bolden 
wat baaed on the high court fusing that auapacta being 
quhard by police must be advised that they ban e right 
to a court-appointed lawyer during their Interrogation. 

TUB JUDGE ALSO RULED that police violated Boklen'a 
rights try Questioning him after be had initially told them he 
bed nothing to tell them. The high court ruling states de- 
fendants who make such an indicator] ahould not be oues- 
tfoned further. 



Defense attorneys Howard Scbwarta, Harry E. Craig. Sid- 
ney Block and John H. Levey declared hi then- petition for 
e writ of habeas corpus that the charge* against the de- 
fendants are illegal since they were held tor trial after e 
preliminary hearing in which the major evidence consisted 
of the statements. 

"Without the evidence of Slid cosdeaafcn, there was clearly 
insufficient evidence for e showing of nrobabla causa (to 
stand trial)," the petition asserted. 






and a eoartag crime rat* a* a number of convictions would 
result of the Miranda case was drop, despite toe fears of the 
an emotional response rattier county attorney. 

than an Intellectual and rational 

approach. There is actually Thm wlu ■" ■ * ort <zmA ' 

very hdle change.'' "™ period", tough," he added. 

.McCarthy was Maricopa County 

He said he doubted H tnelattorney from 1949 to BBJ. 



frsTtT siuaueuvn ■ • 






* * 



j 



ifc 









■ X 



*&' 



June IS, »M 



■ ■**-■=-' 



^ 
* 






'■■ *V' 



A' 




'. i '.:W;;.^7 - 



.** 



"=. v*s 



^ -:» • 




r 




■y 



-*-* i* 



Phoenix, Arisona WOiC" 
Dear^^^^^ 

Tour letter of June ITth, with enclosures, wo 
received during Mr. Hoover*! absence. Too may be certain it will 
be brought to his attention upon his return* X know he wouM want 
me to thank you for furnishing him jour observations and comments 

Sincerely Tours, 



a: 
« ■ 



£> 



CO 
o 



Helen W. Candy 
Secretary 






To] son — 
DeLcmch . 
MohT . 
Wick 
Casper — 
Callahan . 
Conrad — 
Fell 
Gale . 

Pqsen 

Sullivan . 



TroUei 

Tele. B^am 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. In view of the 
tenor of her letter, it is felt a reply over Miss Gaudy's signature is 
warranted. \4j \ ' 
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July 12, 1966 



# 



Honorable Earl Warren, Chief Justice 
U. S P Supreme Court 
Washington,' b. IT. 



Dear Sir: 

I am enclosing copy of an editorial which appeared 
in the Neighborhood News published in St. Louis, Missouri, 
Thursday, June 23, 1966. 

I realize that there is no chance of this decision 
being reversed but, as a citizen who spent four years as 
President of the St. Louis Board of Police Commissioners, I 
deem it my duty to inform you that, in my opinion, a great 
many innocent citizens will suffer as a result of the diffi- 
culties in obtaining evidence and convictions in the future. 
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It appears to me that more concern has been shown 
for the criminal element which in many cases are repeaters 
than for the vast majority of citizens who are entitled to 
protection. 
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Very truly yours 




RE0 8Z 



b^ 



a Mr.~Hugo L. Black 

Mr. Wm. 0. Douglas «*. 

Mr. Tom C. Clark ^~ i*it39& 

Mr. John Marshall Harlan lULV 5 **^ 

Mr. Via. J. Brennan, Jr. 

Mr. Potter Stewart 



Mr. Byron R. White 
Mr. Abe Fortas 
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Editorial ( < Neighborhood News Thurs. # ~ >p 23, 1966 

Supreme Court Should Wake Up!! 



The Supreme Court 6cenw to have 
lost the use of good common sense in 
its ruling that all confessions to police 
are void if the police fall to warn a 
criminal suspect of hts constitutional 
rights to counsel and to remain silent. 
The Supreme Court has gone oil out 
to protect the righto of the criminal, 
but whait about the rights of the good, 
decent, law abiding OltlaenT We ore 
constantly being; told that we must do 
nothing to hurt, or offend the rights of 
people for fear earn* innocent person 
might be harmed. 

It Is time we 4tart thinking of the 
greater good of the majority of peo- 
ple. There may be a few cases of an ■ 
, innocent person being wronged, but 
these axe rare in our opinion. But, at ■ 
the rate the Supreme Court Is going', 
it will be atoms* impossible to convict 
anyone. Who Is doing anything to pro- 
tect the innocent people, the vast iraa- ■ 
jority of our citizens? 

The forgotten man seems to be the 
law abiding, the tax paying citizen, the 
person who Is trying tt> do right by 
himself and his neighbor*. He seems 
to have no rights. >He seems to be get- 
ting less and less protection. He never - 
seems to get much consideration, par- - 
ticularly from Ihe Supreme Court and 
its ridiculous rulings. 

Yes, the Supreme Court protects 
the scum of the earth. The Supreme 
Court feels that these individuals 
- should be pampered and petted and 
their rights must get full considera- 
tion. The Supreme Court by its rulings 
seems to say that the three boys who 
killed Wechter J. Clark, the bus driver, 
in cold blood must have their rights 
protected. The police must warn these 
three punks of their constitutional 
rights to counsel and to remain silent. 
Yes, these no good hoods must be pro- 
tected, but who took care of the rights 
of Wechter Clark as he drove his bus ? 
Who will take care of his widow and 
the children left behind T 

It seems to us that It would be most 
difficult for the Supreme Court to 



explain or to defend its ruling' to Mrs. . 
Clark or the children. These so called 
smart guys, the Supreme Court. ■ 
Judges, sit In their Ivory tower and 
outthink themselves and do great dam- 
age to our country. They may be 
■mart men, 100 times smarter than 
the writer of this editorial, but they 
are lacking in one great item . . . 
common sense. They seem to forget 
that the majority of citizens, the good 
citizens need some protection. They 
seonv to forget that some of their re- 
cent rulings are making It much easier 
for the criminals to commit crimes. 
The Supreme Court In its B to 4 
decision held that upon the suspects' 
request, the police must: 

Permit him to consult with his at- 
torney. 

Provide an attorney if he Is too Im- 
poverished to hire one. 

Permit the attorney to be present 
during the police Interrogation. 

Immediately stop all questioning if 
the suspect says he doesn't want to 
talk further or wants to talk to his 
lawyer. 

The suspect can waive these rights 
but only after a clear and careful 
warning. 

It is time that, we the people, be- 
come aroused and start doing some- 
thing about Chief Justice Warren and 
some of his liberal cohorts before all 
law and order go down the drain. We 
feel that the great majority of Ameri- 
can citizens are fed up with the Su- 
preme Court's pampering and petting 
and protecting of the criminals in our- 
country. 

This latest decision is the last straw 
in a series of Supreme Court blunders 
that we feel has helped to protect the 
criminal and has caused an Increase 
!r. the crime rate. Just for a change 
... let's start thinking about the good, 
decent people. It la time for the Su- 
preme Court to wake up and use some 
common sense- 
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In view of the attempt being made in some places to shake 
public confidence in the FBI at this time, it seems that we should have some 
way of calling public attention now and then to some of the praise that we 
get. Recently, highly favorable remarks about the FBI and its work have 
been"feade by members of the pre senr supr erne Court . There are at least 
threelsxamples, as follows: 

J :r (i/-Jn Miranda v. Arizona , decided on June 13, 1966, the majority 
_> ^opinion, written by the Chief Justice, makes the following 

statement "Over the years the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
-■ has compiled an exemplary record of effective law enforcement 
while advising any suspect or arrested person, at the outset 
of an interview, that he is not required to make a statement , 
that any statement may be used against him in court, that the 
individual may obtain the services of an attorney of his own 
choice and, more recently, that he has a right to free counsel 
if he is unable to pay. A letter received from the Solicitor 
General in response to a question from the Bench makes it 
clear that the present pattern of warnings and respect for the 
rights of the individual followed as a practice by the FBI is 
consistent with the procedure which we delineate today. " 
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to Symposium on Evidence an3cHm?nal Procedures, " Baylor Law 
Review, Summer and Fall, 1965, reported as follows: ". . .The 
rules which the Court has now held applicable to state procedures 

imvc uccn luiiuwcu uy rcuciai law ciuuilciuchi, umi-ti o iui Jcaio, 

some for half a century. Yet the high percentage of convictions 
in Federal courts has not been lowered. . . it has improved during 
the last 30 - 40 years. This has mosPlikely resulted from the 
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Memorandum J. J. Casper to Mr. Mohr 
Re: Supreme Court's Remarks Praising FBI 



training given Federal officers. The FBI has long carried on 
intensive programs for such purpose and other Federal agencies 
are now doing likewise. . . police and prosecutor training schools 
based on FBI curriculum should be established to apprise state 
officials of more advanced law enforcement techniques." 

(3) On June 15, 1966, Mr. - T " gH yf rfchcrias made a~speech to the 

V TnfprnaHnnaT FnntmHnt Association. Portland, Oregon, and 





_ * Fnotnrlnt Association, Portland. Oregon, 

' v1 sent a copy to the Bureau. At his request andwifn Bureau 
approval I had seen him previously and I gave him a copy of 
"Search of the Person" and a copy of "Due Process in Criminal 
Interrogation. " In his speech he said, in describing the higher 
requirements recently laid on the police, "This has meant that 
it was necessary to re-educate many of the police. The FBI 
has lead the way, it has helped us realize that brain as well as 
brawn can solve crime. . . it is this positive approach to law 
enforcement, which the FBI and an increasing number of local 
authorities have shown, that will enable the police of the country 
to work and live under the Constitution of the United States and 
will afford all citizens, no matter how low their rank, a feeling 
of security. " 

We have left out a long paragraph in which Mr. Douglas described 
the accomplishments of the FBI National Academy. The full text of his remarks 
is attached. 

RE COMMENDATION : 

That all these current and highly commendable remarks from 
what is at least one of the best possible sources in this country be uped to 
counter Bureau critics, if at all possible. 
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The President of the California Bar Association, 
addressing himself to the difficulties law enforcement 
officers face, said: 

"Many of the difficulties are due to an exaggerated 
respect for the individual as the isolated center of the 
universe. There is too much admiration for our tradi- 
tional system and too little respect for the needs of 
society." 1 

That complaint is often heard. We are told that 
restrictive court decisions are "tying the hands" of the 
police and are "coddling" criminals at society's expense. 
Such complaints are not new. Indeed, the remarks which 
I have quoted are not of recent vintage. They were 
uttered by Curtis Lindley, President of the California 
Bar Association, in 1910. This verbal exchange hetween 
judges and law enforcement officers has been going on 
for some time. 

It is not a war. In the long run. we all seek the same 
goals. We all want a society where pedestrians, homes, 
and places of business are safe, in which all citizens enjoy 
the full measure of their civil rights and liberties, and 
where those accused of law violation can expect and 
receive fair and equal justice. 

Sometimes these goals conflict. If we abolished the 
Bill of Rights perhaps more criminals could be captured. 
But we Americans would not want to live in a society in 
which all rooms were "bugged," where the police could 
stop and search all persons at will,- where those suspected 
of crime were beaten and tortured unless they confessed. 

1 1 J. Crim. L. & Criminology 10ft (July 1010). 

-The Statute of Winchester, 13 Edw. 1 Stat. 1 (12S5) provided: 
". . . if any Stranger do pas,-: by them, he shall be arrested until 
Morning; and if no Suspicion be found, he shall go quit; (7) and if 
tiny find Cause of Suspicion, they shall forthwith deliver him to the 
Sheriff, and the Sheriff may receive him without Damage, and shall 
keep him safely, until he be acquitted in due Manner." 





Our Constitution and our traditions establish the 
ground rules for the investigation and prosecution of 
criminal cases. Ours is an "accusatorial" system: the 
defendant is presumed to be innocent and the burden is 
on the prosecution to prove him guilty beyond a reason- 
able doubt. A fair public trial is guaranteed. So is the 
right to counsel and the right of confrontation and trial 
by jury. There is the privilege against self-incrimina- 
tion, which among other things means that the defendant 
is not obligated to cooperate with his accusers in provid- 
ing the evidence of his guilt. His confession may not be 
coerced no matter how subtle the tactics. At trial he 
cannot be compelled to testify and his failure to take 
the stand may not be held against him or even com- 
mented upon by the prosecution or the trial judge. 

The police are restrained from unreasonable searches 
and seizures — a man's home being his castle; and. no 
matter how despicable the accused may be. if the police 
lawlessly invade the precincts that the Fourth Amend- 
ment makes sacrosanct, the evidence that is unlawfully 
obtained is inadmissible at the trial. 

The Constitution, in other words, places obstacles in 
the path of police, prosecutors, juries, and judges. It 
purposefully makes criminal investigations and prosecu- 
tions difficult, not easy. The Fourth. Fifth, Sixth and 
Seventh Amendments make this abundantly clear. The 
theory reflects the attitude of our eighteenth century 
forebears. They wanted to take government off the 
backs of the people. Modern constitutions of the newly 
emerged nations talk in terms of things that government 
must do for the people. Ours talks in terms of things 
that government cannot do to the people. The Framers 
erected by design high fences around the homes and 
offices of the people and built a sanctuary for the indi- 
vidual, honoring and respecting his dignity and privacy 
no matter how unpopular or suspect he might be. 
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Other countries have different traditions. The civiF 
law countries of Europe follow the "inquisitorial" prac- 
tice — that is, the entire legal machinery revolves around 
an effort to develop all the facts of the case, with con- 
siderable emphasis upon interrogation and formal ques- 
tioning of the prime suspect, 

France provides an illustration of the inquisitorial 
system. In France, most investigations of crime are con- 
ducted by a judge d'instruction — a magistrate. He may 
require the assistance of the police, but they function at 
this stage under his direction. Interrogation of witnesses 
may be done by the police or by the magistrate himself. 
The purpose of this investigation is two-fold: (1) to 
determine whether there is any basis for further deten- 
tion of the accused; and (2) to gather the fullest possible 
information regarding the crime. At the formal inquiry 
before the magistrate, the accused must be advised of his 
rights. He may have counsel. He may refuse to answer 
questions, although in practice few suspects do, for the 
refusal to cooperate is regarded with suspicion. ' The 
magistrate holds his hearing, examines witnesses, and, 
usually, obtains a statement from the accused. Ho pre- 
pares a full report of the investigation and determines 
whether there is to be atrial. 

The inquisitorial aspect of French criminal procedure 
carries over into the trial, which begins with the presid- 
ing judge's interrogation of the accused. The defend- 
ant is never placed under oath, thus avoiding putting 
him to the dilemma of a choice between perjury and self- 
incrimination.' • 



:; Pieck, The Accused's Privilege Against Self-incrimination in the 
Civil Law, 11 American Journal of Comp. L. 5n5, 5ftsi (1902). 

l /il.. at 5Sfi. On the French procedure fienerallv, see Devlin, 
English & French Legal Methods: Crime, 4 Int. it Comp. L. Q. 
370 (1955) : P.itey, Iieoeiit Reforms in French Criminal Law k 
Procedure, Int. it Comp. L Q. 3S3 (1000); Koek, Criminal Pro- 
ceedings in France, 9 American Journal of Comp. Law 253 (10(10) ; 
Freed, A<-]>cets of French Criminal Procedure, 17 La. L. Hev. 730- 
(1957). 
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Trials in Russia are in the inquisitorial tradition. 
Police have vast powers prior to the trial stage. There 
is a provision in the Code of Criminal Procedure (Art. 
20) that prohibits soliciting the accused's testimony "by 
force, threats, or any other illegal measures." But the 
power to hold prisoners incommunicado for long periods 
makes this guarantee quite meaningless. Prior to accusa- 
tion, a person may be held incommunicado for 72 hours. 
Art. 122. That would be an unconstitutional procedure 
in this country since there is no sanction permitting 
"arrests for investigation," though occasionally our police 
practice it. 6 In Russia, once a criminal charge is made 
against a person, Art. 97 of the Code provides for con- 
finement up to two months. But a state procurator may 
extend the time to three months; and the federal pro- 
curator up to six months and in some cases up to nine. 
These long periods of detention incommunicado are a 
policeman's heaven, for we all know that the end product 
is a confession. 

Searches and seizures in Russia can be conducted only 
with the sanction of the procurator as provided in Art. 
168. But "in instances not permitting delay a search 
may be conducted without the sanction of the procurator, 
but the procurator must be informed subsequently within 
one day of the search." Ibid. By Art. 169 witnesses 
must be present during the conduct of a seizure or 
search — the owner of the dwelling or an adult member 
of his family. 

By Art. 128 "the help of the public to expose crimes 
and to search for the i>ersons who have committed them" 
is demanded. Citizen participation in helping the policy 
is indeed a part of the social compact in all countries. 
The difference comes when the citizen becomes the ac- 
cused. Then the accused in this country no longer need 



*"' Sit', e. g.. Report mul Recommendations of (lie Coinmis-ionerV 
Committee on 1'oliec Arrests for Investigation (the Horsky Report),, 
.Tulv 1W2. 
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help the state. In Russia the state still retains the upper 
hand. That one difference marks the large gap between 
that system and ours which the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and 
Seventh Amendments have created. 

Of all the criminal trials I have seen in Russia, there 
was none that truly involved a searching probe of the 
issue of guilt or innocence. That issue had been resolved 
in the long period of confinement and in the intensive 
investigation. The trial was usually in fact a trial to 
determine what punishment was to be imposed. 

Unlike France and Russia, Indian law makes it very 
difficult to obtain confessions from one suspected of 
crime. Section 24 of the Indian Evidence Act requires 
that confessions be excluded from evidence unless volun- 
tarily made. That rule is cast in terms similar to the 
numerous American decisions holding a confession inad- 
missible when it is the product of coercion, unduly per- 
sistent interrogation, or other overreaching. 

India's innovation comes in sections 2o and 26 of the 
Evidence Act. Section 25 renders inadmissible all con- 
fessions made to a police officer. And section 26 bars 
all confessions made to any person while the suspect is 
in police custody, unless the confession is given in the 
immediate presence of a Magistrate. 

These provisions were born of a distrust for the police 
and their treatment of those accused or suspected of 
crime. When Thomas B. Macaulay, one of the principal 
authors of the Indian Penal Code (which became law in 
1860), went to India early last century, he found very 
harsh practices extant, including the use of red pepper 

"Section 27 provide* an exception to these sweeping rule?: any 
portion of a confession which leads to the discovery of corroborating 
cvidenee is admissible. The theory appears to be that the danger 
against which Sections 25 and 20 were designed to guard — use of 
possibly unreliable confession* — is not present when 1 he confession, 
or part of it, is verified by other evidence. Only that part of the 
confession which is verified is admissible. See Sakar's Law of Evi- 
dence 283-284 (11th ed. 1904). 
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J!i the eyes of suspects for the production of confessions. 
Shephen, in hia History of Criminal Law in England, 
Vol. I. p. 442, mentions this practice: 

"During the discussions which took place on the Indian 
Code of Criminal Procedure in 1872 some observations 
were made on the reasons which occasionally lead native 
police officers to apply torture to prisoners. An experi- 
enced civil officer observed, 'There is a great deai of 
laziness in it. It is far pleasanter to sit comfortably in 
the shade rubbing red pepper into a poor devil's eyes than 
to go about in the sun hunting up evidence.' " 

Sections 25 and 26, born out of those practices, bar 
all confessions which fall within their terms — whether 
or not "voluntary." They are per se rules reflecting 
bitter experience with the tactics of the Indian police 
under British rule. Recent proposals to change the 
Indian Evidence law have been rejected despite claims 
of improved police practices: 

"It must be conceded that in India, the police force 
as a whole is not. even today regarded as a friend of the 
citizen. This is natural as the facts and circumstances 
of its creation . , . cannot be forgotten so soon. , . . 
In order that the citizen in this country should come to 
look upon the Indian policeman in the same manner 
[as the Englishman regards the English policeman] the 
police force in the country will have for many years to 
conform to the principles and practice which have gov- 
erned the conduct of the British Police. Puch a course 
of conduct alone can win for them the confidence and 
esteem of the public." 7 

In practice, these rules operate strictly. As stated, 
section 26 validates only confessions made in the pres- 
ence of a magistrate. But the influence of section 25 — ■ 
which exclude all confessions made to a police offi- 
cer — is great; the Indian courts require a period of 
"reflection" during which the accused must be isolated 
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7 II Law C<immL-?k>n of India, Rep't No. 14, Reform of Jiulu-iiil 
Administration 747 (195S). 
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from the police investigators before any confession may 
be recorded by the Magistrate. The purpose of this is- 
to give him a chance to think the matter over, and to 
allow the influence of any police threats, promises, or 
coercion to be dissipated. As the Indian Supreme Court 
put it: 

"There can be no doubt that, when an accused person 
is produced before the Magistrate by the investigating 
officer, it is of utmost importance that the mind of the 
accused person should be completely freed from any pos- 
sibly influence of the police and the effective way of 
securing such freedom from fear to the accused person is 
to send him to jail custody and give him adequate time 
to consider whether he should make a confession at 
all. . . . 

". . . [I]t would., we think, be reasonable to insist 
upon giving an accused person at least 24 hours to decide 
whether or not to make a confession. Where there may 
be reason to suspect that the accused has been persuaded' 
or coerced to make a confession, even longer period' 
may have to be given to him before his statement is 
recorded." s 

In that case, the accused was given only one-half hour 
for "reflection," apparently because he was "keen on 
making a confession straightaway." That, the court said, 
"should have put the learned Magistrate on his guard' 
because it obviously bore traces of police pressure or 
inducement." In yet another case the accused confessed 
after having been given ten days to "reflect" by the 
magistrate. But he had passed those days in a cell 
supervised by some of those charged with investigating 
the crime, and thus the confession was held invalid. 1 ' 

When our Constitution was adopted in 17S7, and later 
when the Bill of Rights was added, it contained very 

s Sanrmi Singh v. Sttttc of Punjab. All Indin Rep. 1057 Sup. Ct. 
<«7, <u;wm. 

■' Rnja Khima v. State of Smirashtra. Ail Indin Iiop. l9o(> Sup. 
Ct. 217. 
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few matters pertaining to the enforcement of state crim- 
inal law. There was, to be sure, in Article I, Section 9, 
a prohibition against Bills of Attainder and against 
ex post facto laws and the United States Supreme Court 
had occasion last century to deal with aspects of that 
problem. But apart from those restrictions, the states 
could design such criminal laws as they chose and enforce 
them in any manner they desired. Then came the Four- 
teenth Amendment with its Due Process Clause. Those 
who designed that Amendment did not define due process. 
But the great stream of cases that came to the Court 
over the decades presented the recurring question as to 
what provisions, if any, of the Bill of Rights were in- 
cluded in the Due Process Clause and thus made applica- 
ble to the states by reason of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

While the Fourteenth Amendment was designed pri- 
marily to give political rights to Negroes, the first bene- 
ficiaries were not the Negroes but proprietary interests. 
In 1886 the Court held that "person" within the mean- 
ing of the Equal Protection Clause included the corpora- 
tion ; ,0 and in 1889 the same was held as respects the 
Due Process Clause." 

Likewise the first provision of the Bill of Rights made 
applicable to the States by reason of the Fourteenth 
Amendment favored the proprietary interests. In 1897, 
the Court held that the Fourteenth Amendment forbade 
a state from taking private property for public use with- 
out the payment of just compensation, ,2 just as the fed- 
eral government would be required to do under the "just 
compensation" clause of the Fifth Amendment. Through 
the years, many such decisions have incorporated rights, 
secured against federal interference by the Bill of Rights, 
into the Fourteenth Amendment. The most recent of 



*" Santa Chra Co. v. Southern Poc. R. Co., 1LS V. S. :J94, 3!L 
11 Minneapolis Ry. Co. v. Beckwitk. 120 U. S. 2«. 
1 - Chicago, ft. A' Q. li. Co. v. Chicago, 160 U.S. 226. 
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these is Pointer v. Texas, 380 U. S. 400," which holds 
that the right of an accused to confront the witnesses 
against him, assured by the Sixth Amendment, applies 
to the States through the Fourteenth. That case was. 
decided in 1965, so the process has been a gradual but 
continuing one. 

As a result of this selective process of incorporating 
the Bill of Rights into one or more of the clauses of the 
Fourteenth Amendment, most of the guarantees orig- 
inally applicable only to the federal government have 
become applicable to the states. That is the reason why 
in this century, particularly, the Court decisions have in 
in the minds of many been an unsettling influence. 
What it has actually meant is that the standards for law 
enforcement have been raised. The reach of the con- 
stitutional protection of the citizen has been extended 
and the American concept of freedom, equality, and 
justice has, I think, been greatly enriched. 

This has meant that it was necessary to re-educate 
many of the police. The FBI has led the way. It 
has helped us realize that brains as well as brawn can 
solve crime; that beatings, torture, detention incom- 
municado, breaking down the doors of homes and other 
like lawless action has no place in our society. 

For 31 years it has had its National Academy where 
local law enforcement officers are trained. The course 
is for 12 weeks; and as of May 25, 1966, it had gradu- 
ated 4,936. Of these 28 percent are executive heads of 
their respective agencies. The present academy capacity 
of 200 a year will soon be increased to 1.200. The FBI 
has extended other extensive help to municipal, county, 
and state law enforcement groups. Between 1961 and 
1965 it held across the Nation 20,857 law enforcement 
schools attended by nearly 600,000 people. Training was 
provided at all levels and of all types. This instruction 



'And srr Douglas v. Alubamn, IJS0 U. S. 415. 
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ranged from a few days to 10 weeks or more. In addi- 
tion, it conducted many law enforcement conferences — 
1.126 in the last five years. These conferences were 
attended by nearly 100,000 people and nearly 40.000 
agencies were involved. 

It is this positive approach to law enforcement, which 
the FBI and an increasing number of local authorities 
have shown, that will enable the police of the country 
to work and live under the Constitution of the United 
States and will afford all citizens, no matter how low 
their rank, a feeling of security. 

Oregon has also been among the leaders in modern law 
enforcement techniques. So has Berkeley, California, 
where law enforcement officers have a salary range that 
not many elsewhere enjoy. 

Berkeley has made an extensive effort to educate its 
policemen in legal procedures, not with the idea of "get- 
ting around" court decisions, but with the view of work- 
ing within the rules of law. These efforts have paid rich 
dividends; an examination of Berkeley's criminal statis- 
tics shows that a very small percentage indeed of arrests 
results in exclusion of evidence illegally obtained. 

All of us need re-education in the Bill of Rights. 
Students need exposure to it at an early age. News- 
paper editors need to understand its history, for their 
editorials often show glaring deficiences in knowledge of 
the background and function of this American Magna 
Carta. Journalists are often so ignorant of the Bill of 
Rights that at press conferences their questions concern- 
ing court decisions are frequently unintelligible. The 
public is sometimes so unaware of the basic guarantees 
that they think the judicial decision turns on whether 
the Judge is "soft'' on criminals or made of sterner stuff. 

Education in the Bill of Rights therefore is one of 
the great challenges of our time. 








TO 



«-572 (R«v. 7-18-63) 

or*«w fOix ho. I* 

MAf lt*J I0IIIOH 

ou oim. no. ko. u 



J 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE. 



!: _A^y ^ >?^ 



/ '* 



FROM 



N. P. Callahan 



SUBJECT: T ne Congressional Record 




/•■ 



%J 




$*» 



*#'■■ 




PM" IttU-lSllt. Coagr*»*aui Flatty, (A) IUlatt* 



1U« point* »p i mtoNl it *u> jtrfielftl sytt«AL A nun sfctald t» •ct»feil*t»4 
wfcx wWeii tot jostle** eu b« r*t»Of«i ire* tte bncfc viti»ut Ut «*c*s*it/ 
mi (lading tb#« gvitt/ •* trwue*, brttoiy, «r Mter hlffe erUtt* utf 
mlf H tamt inor*. '* Mr. Flodity m* ** t« «taU 'A»y am proe«*ttiv bm* »• 
pert tdgatMr vttk |r«*i etrt. I »y««U »«il4 not vmat to tmtiimte myUiai ta 
«p*«t **r jttdteUl tyttta, la wkJch hutaptwteM U critical!/ laportMt 
v-tt«t«?«r procctiur* to 4*y1m4 «v*»t mlmiailw Ut« pOMibMty of triraloet 

r«iuo»»l dr «&•* f*rm« ai sJhm« •£ Uli pr»c*4art, * Tatrviert, I Witt 

r«c*«&ai«iid Uutf tu H««A« Judiciary Caauoittt* alv* »*ri©-* co»»ktcratioa At 
ah aari* data t* tail naUar. S*v«rai at&ar Cot^r****** al*« coo^at.d a* 
tat* — **— 



(g 



o 



«fc-a 



145 JUL 27 1966 



r?;?^ 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for /; v / y yp'i ■ '/ -. was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked fbr 1 the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 










The Bon* Lyndon B. Johnson 
Preoident of the united States 
THE VHITE BOMI 
Vashington 25, B.C. 

Boar Mr. Presidents 



July 22, 1966 
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Vo do not noon to potior yon with lsttors, ftr pour burden in heavy 
enough these days, ond we believe yon oro doing yonr hoot under nost trying eAr- 
eunstanoes, BUT we oooldn't Ofroo nor* with tho attaebed article* Vo surely, 
I f fool sorry *** «" <*»- ™ f under tho able la adorshlp of Mf. 1, ld go» n~***» t 
t ! ond tho Polios Bepertnents of onr large si ties I Tho tronblo U not tholr fonltt 
And thoy nro doing a splendid job vndor nott difficult eirouns tenses I > 






It onrolyxLo o shane that nono thing ean't ho dono * nr oon it - about 
tho rollnfo of our^Bunjaris Prfturt , invariably favoring too orinlnal and bio 
rights, or tho oonnunisia sna tholr rights, - whlls no thought ooono to bo gi 
tho poor victim, and whilo orlno lo rising la our land until no dooont oltl 
foalo oafo on tho streets, parks, or even In hlo own bona (nany eltiiens In our 
olty nloop in tho hottest weather with door* and windows loekod and holtod bo* 
cause of roving bando of vandals ond criminals, whose rlfhto oro protootod by lawt) 
and while outlava and erinlnalo riot and aet Ilka Jangle baaatol gov Xont* how 
long, le It all going to bo poralttodT lo our America beooning a Congo 1 There 
it all follovod a planned, revolutionary pattarnt it would now oean to bo tho 
oamo haroi and if ouoh a rovolutionary organisation io known, it ohould bo ro- 
Toa lad to tho American people, ao Br. BHIt firahjg| onggootod in tba papar thlo 

Many oitioono do fool strongly about our Buproao Court and lto rolingo • 
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favoring erinlnalo and eosmunists* Vo were ourpriaod loot ounmer, when riding the ■****> 
expressway into Indianapolis, to ooo a huge signboard along tho highway oarrylng 
just thooo throa words i IMPEACH EARL VARBOl So others nuot bo fooling tho sana 
way. And yot tho Court gooo right on with its godloos decisions and criminal- 
favoring rulings. And tho narital rooord of Justice Bougies is a disgreoo for one 
in so high a position! 

Vo do like Potter Stewart, and don't fool he goes along with nueh of Vj 

REC-6 C3- QlW$Sl I % 
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Thank you for anything you andjbthers who lore Anarloa tan do I Vo 
appreciate the fine rooord of our Ohio Senator, Prank J. Lauscbjl. 
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Norwood, Ohlb~«52IX 



I have received the copy of the letter dated 
July 22nd you and yonr friends sent President Johnson, 
together with Us enclosure. 

I want all of you to know that I appreciate yonr 
kind expression of confidence In the work being done by the 
FBI. 
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find of interest. 



Enclosed are publications which I hope you 



MAILED 4 

JUL 271966 

C.OMM-FBI 



Sincerely yours 9 
J. Edgar Hoover 



Enclosures (2) 

The Faith of Free Men 

The FBI. . .Guardian of Civil Rights 
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NOTE: Although correspondent and her friends express condemnation 
of the present Supreme Court, in view of ft praise of the Bureau, 

deemed appropriate. We had one prior letter from 
t t^tT iX-\-Ml aH wBch time she thanked the 
rector for his statements regarding Dr. Martin Luther King. 
She expressed high praise of the Bureau at that time and sent Holiday 
Greetings. She was thanked bv Bulet 12-10^^62U09C1^4142). 
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Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, Dir. 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washing ton 25, D.C. 

O 

Dear Mr. Hoover: S,^^^"" ^ . 

,- ~&££!d>? 

Last week, I wrote to the President, with_copy. io hjL&- 

you! concerning the lawlessness end anarchy on our city streets * ,. C 
until many of us women are afraid to venture out onto our 
streets at night - even to go to evening church, end such 
of it, many of us feel, can te laidat the feet of o ur 
Supre me Co urt. In fact /"just last evening in our CINCINNATI 
P(5ST^TIKES-STAR, a letter appeared in the Editor's Mailbox, 
and signed by six or seven employes of one of our large 
Cincinnati banks, the Fifth-Third, laying the blase for so 
much current lawlessness at the feet of THE VAEKEN COURT. 
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However, this letter is not over that, but I'm 
enclosing one of tae most remarkable books, a trae story 
and best seller, which I have read over and oyer again, ond 
sent out to missionaries and Christian works^over tne country 
and world— THE CROSS AND THE SWITCHBLADE. Perhaps you have t 
read it; and, if so, just pass this copy on to someone who 
hasn't read it. 

t 

Inside the book I have included a photostat by the 
author of this book which is very timely, on dope addiction 
among the young people of this nation, and who is behind it 
all. Just thought you'd be interested. 
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God bless you in the great work you are doing 
under most difficult circumstances ... may He give you His n .^- 
own wisdom in all that you dol ^ ^ ^. 7 ?v J '_ 

NOT i:T" i .'Rfii& 
L91 AUG 19^ 
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REVIEW OF PUBLICATION ENTITLED 

"FROM ESCOBEDO TO MIRANDA - THE ANATOMY 
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BACKGROUND 

Washington Post article (8/7/66) captioned "Georgetown 
Professor Raps New Rules on Evidence " reported that Samuel 
Dash, Director, Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure, Georgetown 
University Law Center had criticized thff feupreme Court fo r setting 
"almost arbitrary deadlines" and producing "ironic" and "discriminatory' 
results in its recent decision in Johnson v. New Jersey (6/20/66) 
holding that the Escobedo Opinion (6/22/64) and the Miranda Opinion 
(6/13/66) are to be applied only prospectively to trials begun after 
June 22, 1964, and June 13, 1966, respectively. 

The Post article noted that Dash's criticism was found in 
his Foreword to a new Institute publication compiled by Richard J. 
Medalie, Deputy Director of the Institute, entitled "From Escobedo to 
Miranda - The Anatomy of a Supreme Court Decision". 

Pursuant to the Director's comment on this Post article 
"Procure a copy", the publication was obtained and is attached. The 
following review was prepared by the Training Division. 
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NOT RECOHOE.& 

133 AUG 10 1966 



REVIEW OF PUBLICATION 



1. General Theme of Book 

As the title of this book suggests its general theme is 
the development of the rules governing the admissibility of a confession 
of guilt made by a suspect or prisoner laid down by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the cases of Escobedo v. Illinois and Miranda v. 
Arizona. 

Briefly, Escobedo holds that a confession elicited by law 
enforcement officers from a person in custody after the officers fail 
to advise him of his absolute constitutional right to remain silent and 
refuse to honor his requests to consult with his retained lawyer is 
inadmissible against him at his trial because such police action deprives 
him of his Sixth Amendment right to the assistance of counsel. 

Briefly, Miranda holds that a confession is inadmissible 
if it was obtained, by law enforcement officers during in-custody 
interrogation where they fail to give the prisoner effective "warnings" 
as to his rights to silence and counsel because such custodial 
interrogation puts his privilege against self-incrimination, guaranteed 
by the Fifth Amendment, into jeopardy and its coercive effect must be 
dispelled by the warnings which are essential procedural safeguards 
for the proper exercise of his constitutional rights. 

This publication attempts to trace the route of decision 
from Escobedo to Miranda by a review of Various documents used 
during the appeals of five cases decided by the courts of four States 
and one Federal Court of Appeals involving questions left dangling by 
the Escobedo opinion. These so-called "Post-Escobedo Cases" are 
as follows: Vignera v. New York; California v. Stewart; Johnson v. 
New Jersey; Miranda v. Arizona; and Westover v. United States. With 
the exception of Johnson v. New Jersey, these cases were decided in 
the consolidated opinion of the Miranda Decision on June 13, 1966. 
The Johnson case was decided the following week, on June 20, 1966. 

2. Foreword by Samuel Dash 

The five-page Foreword by Samuel Dash consists of an 
explanation of the purpose of this publication and general observations 
on the Escobedo, Miranda and Johnson holdings. His criticism of the 
Court is confined to the following observations on the Johnson case in 
which the Court refused to apply the Miranda requirement on the 
necessity of the warning in a retroactive way: 
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"Some threads of this June 20 opinion (i. e. the Johnson 
opinion) can be found in the briefs and oral arguments of the State 
of New Jersey and the State of New York as amicus curiae. But the 
unique and almost arbitrary deadlines the Court announced for the 
application of its Miranda ruling is a creation of the Court's own 
making without the aid of anything counsel argued. 

"The total effect of Johnson is a discriminatory array 
of remedies, of very differing degrees of effectiveness, for persons 
tried or convicted at different points of time. Those tried after 
Miranda may use the Miranda ruling. Those tried between Escobedo 
and Miranda may use the Escobedo ruling but not Miranda. Those 
tried before Escobedo may only use the earlier Supreme Court doctrine 
on voluntary confessions which requires no warning of rights by police, 
but treats the absence of a warning as one of the factors in the determi- 
nation of whether the confession was voluntary made. 

"It is ironic that for four people alone the Court applied 
Miranda retrospectively — Miranda, himself, Vignera, Westover 
and Stewart. " 

In the course of describing the various documents used in 
the appeals of the Post-Escobedo Cases leading to the Miranda Opinion, 
Dash also wrote in his Foreword: 

"Perhaps the most striking lesson to learn from these 
materials is the role an amicus brief can play in shaping a majority 
opinion, even without oral argument. Undoubtedly, the most effective 
presentation to the Court was the amicus brief of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. Although the full ACLU brief is not reproduced here, 
from the excerpts printed, it is clear that it presented a conceptual, 
legal and structural formulation that is practically identical to the 
majority opinion -- even as to use of language in various passages of 
the opinion. Also, it is from this brief and its appendix that the Court 
apparently draws its lengthy discussion of the contents of leading and 
popular police interrogation manuals. Both the ACLU brief and the 
Court explain that resort to the manuals is necessary because of the 
absence of information on what actually goes on in the privacy of police 
interrogation rooms. And both the Court and the ACLU brief point out 
that these manuals, shocking as they may seem, should be understood 
as presenting the enlightened and fair-minded police point of view. " 
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Finally, Dash notes in his Foreword that" 

"The Institute is pursuing a number of research projects 
aimed at developing empirical data on the functioning of the various 
steps of the criminal process. Of relevance to the Miranda decision 
is a study which started June 1, 1966, of the attitudes and responses 
of indigent defendants to police warnings as to their right to remain 
silent and the right to have a lawyer appointed and be present with them 
in the station house. This study is uniquely timed to observe at the 
outset the unfolding problems of implementing the Supreme Court 
guidelines. " 

3. Special Purpose of Publication 

The special purpose of this publication is to "illuminate 
the appellate process" for practicing lawyers, the public and law 
teachers. The method employed by the Institute to achieve this purpose 
is through the reprinting in this publication of appeals materials such 
as the briefs filed by the lawyers for the petitioners, respondents and 
amici curiae and the transcripts of the. oral arguments in the Supreme 
Court in the Post-Escobedo Cases. 

The Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure is described 
as an institute which was "established as an integral part of the 
/ Georgetown University Law Center in October, 1965, for a five-year 
l/ period, under a million-dollar grant from the Ford Foundation. 
■**.;, A principal mission of the Institute will be to engage in systematic 

studies of the criminal law process from'police investigation practices 
to appellate and other post -conviction procedures'.'. 

This particular publication is described as "Studies of 
the Criminal Process - No. IV. 

4. Contents of Publication 

There is nothing new and practically no original scholarly 
research or writing in the whole publication. Its 339 pages consist 
almost solely of reprints. For example, among these reprints are the 
following: 

a) The full opinion of the Court in Escobedo (24 pages). 

b) The full opinion of the Court in Miranda (111 pages). 

c) The full opinion of the Court in Johnson (16 pages). 
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d) Briefs of Counsel, edited, in the five Post-Escobedo 
Cases (30 pages). 

e) Oral arguments of counsel before the Court, also edited, 
in the Post-Escobedo Cases (109 pages). 

The Post-Escobedo Cases shared the following salient 
features which formed the main basis for their appeal and on which 
the Court's opinion in Miranda turned: 

a) Incommunicado, in-custody interrogation by 

law enforcement officers of prisoners in a so-called 
"police -dominated atmosphere". 

b) Failure of the officers to give effective warnings to 
the prisoners on their constitutional rights. 

The arguments of counsel for the criminal defendants in 
their briefs and oral remarks before the Court boil down to this: 

That the warnings are essential to protect a prisoner's 
right to silence, based on the 5th Amendment; and to protect his right 
to counsel, based on the 6th Amendment; and, therefore, these warnings 
must be effectively given by the officers and knowingly and intelligently 
waived by the prisoner before any confession obtained may be deemed to 
be admissible. 



to this: 



The arguments of counsel for'the prosecution boil down 



That the warnings are not essential; and the failure of 
law enforcement officers to give them is only one factor to be considered 
in the "totality of circumstances" surrounding the making of the 
confession by the prisoner in a judicial determination of whether the 
confession was made voluntarily and is the product of the prisoner's 
free will and choice. 

In Miranda, of course, the Court held that the giving of 
the warnings is an absolute prerequisite to the admissibility of a 
confession obtained from a prisoner by law enforcement officers during 
in-custod> interrogation. 
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5. Value of Publication 



Because of the nature of the publication consisting as it 
does, of reprints, it is not an impressive legal work, particularly 
since almost half its contents consists of reprints of the decisions 
of the Supreme Court which are readily available. Whatever value 
it does possess lies in the facts that the great mass of raw material 
contained in the briefs of counsel and the oral arguments before the 
Court has been organized, arranged, edited and gathered within the 
covers of one book, thus making edited parts of this data conveniently 
accessible to the reader who has an academic interest in the historical 
background of a,n important Supreme Court opinion. 

RECOMMENDATION 



None . . . For information. 



Ok 
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UaetitatiOB roLoUofr to tht povtr ofl?3orU «I fcTDifioo: 4»*o* to reviow 
«©a7I5ioaV io criminal actio**. Bo olaeod Is tto i*oeor4 ft otatocuoat m 
witUe beiort too iubcotooaittae on Constitutional AamadaunU of too Judiciar/ 
CosuaitUao oxpiainint la cotali U* oorponoa ot Uiia roaoiutioo. Ur. Zrrtn 
&Uto4 Vfcno ont roao* noa* recont oecUion* oX too notion** higiMt Courts 
and roaUao* Us*& ttnaor tOon* perpetrator* at to* louioat criatos art turno* 
loont is aoctoty I© ropoot taotr ertotoa, no I* toaptorf to exclaiav Snoot* 
has bm don* (or tao«o »&o asurdor, a»l rapo and rob. Jt it tin** to do 
sosaaihiag for tbooo »feo do not wUh to do murooroo" or ropoo or rebbntf. Jt 
is for toi» perposa Hint 1 purposo ns ? Consttt«tloeal AttOndiaOat. " A cop* 
tai* rojolution will bo obtained. 
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In the original of a nfesiorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for *J - ji "6-6- was reviewed and pertinent items were 

ma S^°^K?^ < * tC ^ T ^") < 8 tenti0n ' "^ ls form ^ as been prepared in order that 
porWrts tfPircopy of t'he original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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Pages 17251-17254. Senator Byrd, (D) West Virginia, requested 
to have printed in the Record two articles from the June 20 issue of U. S. V 

New&£ World Report entitled "In the 13th Year of the 'Warren Revolution*— ^ 
How Supreme Cour t Is Changing United States" and "Some Criticisms of the Court. 
It Is stated In the first article "Growth of crime: FBI reports show 2. 75 million 
'serious crimes' occurred in the United States last year, or a 58 per cent increa^ 
in the last seven years. " 

NOT Tf^OTmED 
170 AUG 11 1%6 






In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record tor was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Diifcfct|r'*tJ^nfloQ.lQ^ form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copvQf^he'bVigin'al memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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must not search a person until probable cause for an arrest 
has been developed, our officers refrained from following this 
protective course lest evidence discovered be rejected by the 
court in a subsequent prosecution. Probable cause came with 
the shooting of the officers and too late to avoid this terrible 
tragedy." 
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VII. 
THE SCHOOL PRAYER CASE 

ON June 25, 1962 the Supreme Court decided a case < 
Engel vs. Vitale, generally known as the New York 
Case. This case originated in the State of New York fri 
Union Free School District #9 of New Hyde Park, New 
The school daily procedure was adopted on the recommei 
of the State Board of Regents, a governmental agency 
by the State Constitution to which the New York Leg; 
had granted broad supervisory, executive and legal pow> 
the states public school system. The state officials compo 
prayer which they recommended and published as part c 
"Statement on moral and spiritual learning in the school 
ing, "We believe that this statement will be subscribed tc 
men and women of good will and have called upon all c 
to aid in giving life to our program." 

The prayer in question reads "Almighty God we ackno 
our dependence upon Thee and we beg Your blessing u] 
out parents, our teachers and our country." 

Shortly after the practice of reciting the Regent's Pra] 
adopted by the School District the patents of ten pupils b 
this action in a New York State Court, insisting that the 
this official prayer in the public schools was contrary to 
liefs, religion, or religious practices of both themselves an 
children. Among other things these parents challenged t! 
stitutionality of both the state law authorizing the Scho 
trict to recommend prayer in the School District and the 
District regulation ordering the recitation of this pai 
prayer on the ground that these actions of official govern 
agencies violated that part of the First Amendment of tl 
eral Constitution which commands that "Congress shal! 
no law respecting the establishment of religion." Th< 
Courts of New York upheid the Regents in the recitation 
prayer on the ground that the said prayer as a part of th 
procedure of the Public Schools did not compel any pupil 
in the prayer over his or his parents' objection. 

The opinion of the Supreme Court reversing the State 
was written by Justice Black. It decided that the Reger 
violated the First Amendment to the Constitution in that 
making a "law respecting an establishment of religion". 
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Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

U.S. Dept.Of Justice 

Federal Bureau Of Investigation 

Washington, D,C. 20535 

My Dear Mr. Hoover: 



o 



^ 



^^A^ua.^5Agbo^ 

sneDoygan^wIl^rasl 






First I would like to take this oppertuntiy to thank you for the 6 
booklets(99 facts About The F.B.I) which I've received in May. I f ve given 
5 of these booklets to several of our detectives and one to our wonderful 
chief of police, Oakley Frank. The individual detectives and our chief have 
enjoyed the booklets ver|r much. I do all I possibly can for our local polic 

iLa"M<->* HAnarfmAnf art A Vtkv* fAtitrVil*. nn fh»1rt K^ViaT ^ -Tat* aevtnm vmar*m raihTI nail 

n the newspapers, for these men are the guardians of peace in this country 
My recent letters published, have denounced the (RED) instigated Civilian 
Review Boards and I have lashed out very bitterly at these insane Supreme 
Court Rulings, which are jpne of the great contributing factors in tearing 
this great country down into shambles, which can not ever ever be rectified 





•'i. 



I am k0 yrs. old, and I find it very hard to conceive that I wouK I 
lite^to see this great nation openly plagued by the deadliest, most crue^,* 
most inhuman element upon the face of this earth, which is a representative 
of SATAN, Communism. I've read your GREAT BOOK entitled "Masters Of Deceit* 
This book should be Commended for a top award in this country. Every Am«rij- 
can should and must read this factual writing, for this great book unvejLLsi. 
Communism for what horrible thing it is. Hew can we expect Washington tm d!a 
what is right, when they could never keep their own house in order? ?7Wh 4 aV>^ 
good is the State Dept.? What good is the Sup. Court, who write up their M 
set of rules for this country? What good is a president who knuckles undeifl 
for the Communists? What good is Katzenbach, when he is in with the rest '0i 



j.\ /it » ti*> tr_ j_ wnm ~_ i.jj..4J...14.i 4.U4.1... t.^ 4 « » 
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Martin King makes demands, those demands are orders . and our Washington o\g 
flcials fear this dictator and obey his audacious whims. WHY? This is sonwfl 
thing you nor I shall learn in our lifetime. Too much is swept under the ipi 

Vi 
71 

When William Parker, the Chief of Police of Los Angeles had died, 3 
have learned of his passing a week later, as the local papers here had not 
mentioned of this fine man's death. A friend of mine who subscribes to a ca 
holic Newspaper "The Wanderer" has called me up and has told me Chief Parke 
is dead. I was shocked, and I cried because William Parker was an lndispens 
ble man, a good man I I have a letter from him that I shall keep for all tin 
My heart went out to that man, when he had to fight the EVIL forces in the 
Watts area. That good man was dragged through the mud by Satans elements ar 
their supporters, the Communists in this country. I've sat down anu. have wr 
tten Chief Parker a comforting letter during his trialing time, to let him 
know that there are many GOOD people at his side. We, who oppose Communism 
MUST STAND TOGETHER, even though SOCIALISMSCOMMUNISM has their foot in Amer 
ca's door. 

What a SIN, to see the transformation of a good democracy, into a st 
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The Communist Party .^.s become so bold si. a th^ J. S. Supreme Court has rul 
in the REDS favor. "I s Communist Party has eve lield a Rally in New York 
celebrating our pro-eommunist Supreme Court decisions. What can I or any o 
cognizant American think? We can only judge men by their actions! 

I am catholic and I have been a democrat Mr. Hoover, until I began wa 
ing up. When I've realized little by little what has been transpiring and 
through the nightmare of REALITT— knowing right and wrong, I knew I had to 
take the right stand according to the dictates of my CONSCIENCE. I cannot 
esteem those that support the enemy. I cannot support a State Dept. which 
rery questionable . Our Country is a good coun try-but the men in charge are 
destroying it bit by bit. 

Teu, Mr. Hoover, are a rose among thorns there in Washington f D.C. Men 
of you OUTSTANDING CHARACTER are priceless—and I would say before anyone, 
that my greatest regret is, that you were not in the position Lyndon Johns 
is in. In other words, you should be our President, because you are that 
which is GOOD. You are the MOST HONORABLE, HONEST AND SINCERE GOOD MAN IN 
WASHINGTON. Your soul and heart and pure. Your department is the only de- 
partment in Washington without blemish. 

May God Forever Bless and Protect You! May HE forever watch over you 
fine and outstanding men. 



b^ ' 




May I order 25 more booklets "99 Facts Abottfs the E^B.I.? I would like to 
give them to officers of our Sheboygan Police Dept. that would like to 
have a booklet. I shall be very happy to reimburse whatever charges to 
cover cost and mailing. 









) 



JJJ » I' 



& 




u*»jtt»r 




(Note on back of picture) 

I've snapped the picture of this 
bill-board sign, which is erect- 
ed on highway 141, south of the 
Sheboygan City limits. 

Bill-boards like this should be 
erected along all highways thru 1 - 
out our country. 



For Mr. Hoover. 
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Tour letter of August lth, with enclosure, 
wu received during Mr. Hoover's absence from tfat dtr. 

Ton may be assured your communication 
will be brought to his attention upon Ms return. I know 
he will appreciate your very complimentary remarks con- 
cerning his book, "Masters of Deceit, " and the other kind 
sentiments you expressed regarding him. 









I am taking the liberty of sending you the __ 

booklets you requested, and they will be sent under separate'' °» 
cover. There is no charge for any publications disseminated * 
by the FBI. z 



C"J 






MAILED 11 

AUG 10 1966 

CQMM-FBl 



f.J r 

1 



Sincerely yours, 



Helen W. Candy 
Secretary 
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MAIL 



- Room 4724 (Sent direct) 



25 copies of "99 Facts About the FBI" 

FOTE: Buttles disclose prior outgoing to Correspondent 5-6-66, at 
which time she was furnished six copies of the booklet, "99 Facts 
About the FBI. "In view of her comments regarding various officials 
of the administration, it Is believed this is an appropriat e reply t n hei 
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Memorandum 



The Director 
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SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 
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In the Inginal of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for .'• was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Pureau case or subject matter files. 
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UNITED STATES G(^ERNMENT 

Memorandum 
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Mr. Tolson 
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DATE; AUgUSt 16, 1966 



7$®&&f 



^ Me 



Mr- .,N«- ■ 
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Colic 10* 
Conl> * ,. 







W. M. Felt„ 

i4ct>' AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION * ; "jV ^-. -£; - '^H: /'";/■ v . 
■* , ,• : *' * 89TH ANNUAL MEETING, MONTREAL CANADA * it 
. . ' S RESOLUTION BY CHIEF JUSTICES, JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
CRIMINAL LAW MATTERS " ' 
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Inspector H. L. Edwards who represented the Bureau ai r 
American Bar Association Annual Meeting in Montreal has made available t?> j 
attached copy of a resolution presented by Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
justice John C. Bell, Jr., to the Chief Justices at their Judicial Confer 
Montreal, Canada, 8/1-6/66. The Conference of Chief Justices meets 
prior to the Annual Meeting of the American Bar Association and reprc 
Chief Justices of all of the states. , -■::< 



Chic 
vincr 
-'cnm- 

'"snt? 
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Chief Justice John C. Bell, Jr., has the reputation of be ig wjiy 

strongly pro-law enforcement and has spoken ouLin the past against some of tie 

| "bleeding hearts" and the decisions of the U. S. Supreme Court which lave te;iri < 

! to favor the criminal. The resolution refers to the ^palling and brutal crime ya.v 

which is increasing six times faster than population; cites the recent publicized* 

; Miranda decision, and points out a number of specific areas in which the criminal 

accused of crime has long enjoyed adequate protection at the expense of society. Th>< 
: resolution indicates the Miranda decision is unsupported by the language or spirit of 
the Constitution or prior precedents and that it will greatly jeopardize the security a 
welfare of the law abiding public. It concludes that since the "scales of Justice hav< 
\ been overly weighted in favor of criminals and of persons suspected or accused of 
' crime," the U. S. Supreme Court is urged to reconsider and substantially modify th 
{ rules and tests laid down in Miranda and "permit the introduction into evidence of 
toiiiessions which were not coerced but were voluntarily, knowingly and intelligent!, 
made by a defendant or by any person suspected or accused of a crime. "' It was 
farther resolved that a copy of the resolution be sent to the Chief Justice and all the 
* Justices .pf the TJ. S. Supreme Court. v *■■; „■ - ■■>■, 

V' This resolution is one of several examples of the grave concern ex-„ 
pressed in Montreal over recent trends of U. S. Supreme Court decisions in the ' *" 
field of criminal law. 

ACTION: Information. 
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Enclosurter^CvJ ' '" 

1 - Mr. Casper ■;" 1 - 
1 - Mr. Rosen ' - 1 - 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
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The Director 



DATE: 
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h««» mu-iftue. co^rHioti Ha#o*r, (r) c*uo*km,N 

?!a«*l la t»# Ka«ar* as jrtic » vritiaa *f tliliaj* L. laptr a*Uii*«I *fcar« 

Cai.I*r*i* *4a«ft/ Jr-aMlgaa/titf «&lcta* **tetieatias *f t»* CalUttrtta 
MMKiutOft *i a*t iwmy p*ir«;s*tt. Mr. Bo#a*«r politic *4 tbftt ea« artic'a 
o#*>§ »iu* Um f**«few»£k* to lav •^•rc*«b*«i ijapasa* t>? racaai C. t. d li^.t» 
C«.rtdicUiafti, t&» ftxttria *i*t*a "Paiali*! *st taat WNsafttlltaliaa »*• a 
factor tuai mtftj atiaatiaa, Jusi:c* fcfett* *ak that £M atatUUe* a aw U*< 
•i toa 1*3,6 1» ©:itai#r* f.r*ea**a4 i» tatt aa* l«t, 71 p*r$*at *aa »ri*r\ 
arra*t «r c.ar£« record*. \ 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 



' Record for 
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was reviewed and pertinent items were 
This form has been prepared in order that 
lemorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Pureau case or subject matter files. 
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2226 N. FAIRHILL STREET 



PHILADELPHIA, PA. 19133 



PRESIDENT 
Sidney S. Rice, St. 



1st VICE PRESIDENT 
Carloi Qulnonei 



2nd VICE PRESIDENT 
Philomen* Shewchuk 



2034 N.j 

CORRESPOIj 
Betty Mtnaoa 



F.B.I. Director 
J.Edgar Hoover 
Washington D-C. 
September 2,1966 



*■ OeLo ach 

**"■ Callahan 

"*■■ Conrad ~~ 
Mr. F e f t ~~~~ 

"*"■ Gale "~~~" " 
Mr. Rosen ~" 

."*■■ Sulliva^ " 

Mr. TaveJ " 

**■ Trotter" 

Te, «. Room 

*«• Holng^Z 
■ Gandy 
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Dear Mr. Hoovm*: 

First to say that you are to be congra tula ted on the fine Job you 
have done for these many years and I am sure that the majority, of th^ «- 
American people appreciate this. ' 

I must disagree however with you on a statement I have read an&J 
which I have before me in this Morn-ins 1 s Philadelphia Inquirer date|nj 
9/2/66. , "O^. 

" The following is quoted: There has been much wailing and,gnas* 
of teeth in some law enforcement circles lately." ^ |[ j 

I have no doubt about this but you must remember that the majofgltr' 
of clean living and law abiding Citizens have put up a big fuss ab<gH> f\ 
this very thing. ',*£ 

The Criminal has twice the protection that any law abiding Citifceij 

has • _*"■-*> 

Were one of these rapists to attach a daughter of yours or a clqse] 
friend or family of yours perhaps there would be a different tune sudj 
by yourself. 

I am first Of all an American Citizen and would do my part to p^ 
tect my country, and I aaan adopted Son of Philadelphia of which I am 
proud to a polmT^ \^) 

The United States Supreme Cou rt HAS and I repeat HAS tied the hand: 
of our good law enforcement, ollluurtl and every good American knows this 
and has complained about this. 

I think first of all that members of our Highest court should be 
voted on as Congressmen etc. and not put in office by any President and 
in this way when we see that they are catering to a minority group we 
voting Americans can 0U3t them in our elections. //• 

Every country which has turned their back on Almighty God has i 
fallen and Mr. Hoover I say this as a Christian and not as or in any 
other way and with NO other meaning, but we are falling faster than many 
may believe. 
t> Only yesterday a Citizen was denied his right to be at a hearing 



\J (/tin behalf of his son who had been accused of a wrong because the Kagis 




itrate who sat In on this case de 



thirty or nine o'clock. 
Now this Citizen- 



>^i|iejuArhether he will starjt at eight-- ■ 



son "arrested at tfiree cT clock A 



^TmV 



and 






as told to ©Dpear at nine o'clock A.M. his emploer allowed him to go 
to the hearing in plenty of time but when he arrived the hearing was 
over and he and his wife the boy's l-'other and Father learned that the 
boy was held in 2,000 (Two Thousand dollars) bail for further. hearing Q] 
September 5,1966. 

Now do you call this fairness by a court? I DO NOT. 4 grp g jq 
■ The color of any man's skin or where he was born matters not, to 3. 
Wrong is wrong and is not respective of color, creed or or1 ^in. m 
So as far as I am concerned I wish for you to know that as far as 
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2226 N. FA1RH1LL STREET 



PHILADELPHIA, PA. 19133 



PRESIDENT 
Sidney S- Rice, Sr. 
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1st VICE PRESIDENT 
Carlos Qulnone* 

Letter Continues* 



2nd VICE PRESIDENT 
Phllomena Shewchuk 



2034 N. 4th STREET 

CORRESPONDING SECRETARY 
Betty Manaon 



am concerned the majority of Philadelphia Citizens are PROUD ot our 
Police force. 

Surely there are good and "bad in Kxzy every endeavor and this 
does not exclude police, Judges, firemen and/or any citizen. 

This letter la not written to condemn but it 1b written to say 
that I personally feel that you are wrong when you feel that policeand 
or others have been complaining too much. 

I would not have a Job aa a policeman In any city for any amoun 
of money because they are not respected as they should be and I have 
personally witnessed several times that they had to stand by and answe 
complaints and were unable to satisfy complainants because the U.S. 
Supreme Court had "Tied tMer hands. 

Kay G-od bless you and continue to give to you the health and 
strength that you need for your own type of work „ r hich I realize isn't 
an easy task either. 

Be assured that I have not written this in bitterness, but I do 
believe in stating when something is wrong in my mind. 
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September 13, 1066 
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Association 

2226 North pafehill ftre«L. 
PWladeljhia, Pennsylvania 10l3l^u_ 
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Mr. Hoover wanted me to send the enclosed 
material to yon. 

Sincerely yours, 



Helen W. Candy ** 
Secretary -A 



Enclosures (2) 

Primacy in Parole and Probation 

Spare the Rod. . .and Spoil the Criminal 

1 - Philadelphia - Enclosure 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles and our files 
contain no record of the Susquehanna Civic Association. 
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Tour letter of September 2nd was received as ~" n » 
Mr. Hoover was preparing to leave the city. He asked me toco g 
thank you for the kind sentiments and generous comments you^ SE £ 
expressed regarding his work. " ^ 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
y — Ar; C? C* was reviewed and pertinent items were 
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e Director's^ttention. This form has been prepared in order that 
porT»n» SI a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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Is ft* 3«iX«atb*r lM« te»«o o£ U*o FBI low £ofort0f000t IknioUo. Mr. Um* 
•idTiaciwdod *« oditortol from tbo SopUofttr «, ItM, wo«hl«fto« Fort , 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the CongressionaJ 
Record for C% -— / ■y ~ fe Q was reviewed and pertinent items were 
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. oatiro yrabum a&ttaM ^ the Urst order oi casioooo, vito a view iowarU 



restoring too ULtaee oetveo* lib*rty *ad order woiefc U betas &&j>erat*ly 
\ *el£M*d in Savor af tfc* ta*i*«« *i-«.*.t »k»« *, * ^.'7**7:^ 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for / O s 2-Q ~- 6 & — - was reviewed and pertinent items were 
,D*ectotVs attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
_. AiJftV original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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TO 



UNITED STATES GO'^UNMENT 

Memorandum 



Mr. Rosen 




G. H. Scatterdajp 




) 

J 



date ; December 1, 1966 
1 - Mr. Rosen 



UFREME COURT NAME CHECK REQUESTS 





On November 29, 1966, re 
ten Individuals were received from 
U. S. Supreme Court. The forms subml 

Individuals were applying for positions as guards, policemen, 
or charwomen. 




nc 



e checks on 

Marshal, 
ed these 



A check of Bureau files reveals no derogatory 
Information concerning- any of the ten Individuals, namely, 



■* 
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Supreme Court Name Check Requeata 



tic 




Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated 
September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed 
that no action be taken concerning requests received from the 
Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to him and 
he personally rules on the request. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the forms on listed individuals be stamped 
"no derog data" and returned to the U. S. Supreme Court. If 
approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check 
Section for handling . 
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TRUE COPY 



Jan. 4, 1967 



Dear Sir: 



Would you please explain to me what the Supreme Court 
is trying to do? How do they expect you & all the other law enforcement 
officers to do your jobs. 

The only thing they worry about is the right of the 
criminal, the ordinary law abiding guy in the street continues to get 
it in the neck. I wanted to join your organization, but unfortunately 
for me I never received enough education to qualify. I just wanted you 
to know that you have my utmost respect as one of the finest men in 
the world. You also have my sympathy with some of them meat headed 
decisions. 




Pottstown, Penna. 19464 
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January 10, 1967 
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Pennsylvania 19464 



f * ^ 

o ■ "^ 



I hay* received your letter of January 4th 
and want you to know your favorable comment* and expres- 
sion of confidence In my work are appreciated, 

81ncerely yours. 



MALttQ 

JAN 10.967 

COMM-FBI 



To] son 

DeLoach . 
Mohr . 
Wick . 

Casper 

Callahan . 

Conrad 

Fell 

Gate 

Rosen 
Sullivan 
Tave[ . 
Tratte 
TeU. P.oo: 
Holmes 
Gcndy . 



NOTE: Buftles contain no record of correspondent. 
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UNITED STATES cjj ERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT. 




Mr. GalV-/ 



W. V. Clevelan 



W^ 



DATE. 



H.R. 146 

A BILL TO ESTABLISH QUALIFICATIONS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
UNITED STATES AND TO OTHER FEDERAL JUDGESHIPS 




1/20/67 



\,<+h1 u 



H.R. 146 (copy attached) was introduced in the House 
of Representatives on 1-10-67 by Thomas G. Abernethy (Dem.) from 
Mississippi and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

If enacted into a law, this bill wou Id-provide that no 
individual would be appointed as a member of the supreme Cour t of 
the United States unless he had had at least five years service 
as a U. S, Judge or judge' of the highest court of a State. 

The bill further provides that no person would be 
appointed U. S. Judge if at any time within the five-year period 
preceding his appointment he held any of the^ollowing offices: 

1. Vice President of the United Statesj; * 

2. Senator or Representative in Congres's; * 

3. Head of the executive departments of thetFederal 
Government (including the military departments); 
Deputy Secretary, Under Secretary, or Assistant 
Secretary of any such department; gx Deputy 
Postmaster General, Assistant to the Attorney 
General, or Solicitor General of trie United States; 

4. Director of the Bureau of the Budget, Comptroller 

General of the United States, Administrator of 

General Services, Federal Mediation and Conciliation 

,«» *<r>'AC^ D Director, or Director of Foreign Operations 
5Cl/>SUttS A V> Administr 



<& 
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AT 



Enc. 

1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 



Mr. 
Mr. 

Mr. 



at ion; 

Member of the Atomic Energy Commission, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, United States Civil Service 
Commission, Federal Communications Commission, 
Federal Power Commission, Federal Trade Commission, 

*" 'It* JAN 2i.\9Bti 



De Loach 

Wick 

Casper 
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Administrative Review Unit 

Mr, Gale 

Jifr. Cleveland ' 



CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Gale 
Re: H.R. 146 



6. 



Interstate Commerce Commission, National Labor 
Relations Board, Securities and Exchange Commission, 
or the United States Tariff Commission; or 
Governor, Lieutenant Governor, or head of any 
executive department of any State or Territory. 



OBSERVATION : This appears to be an effort to take the appointment 
of Federal judges to some extent out of the field of politics 
and political patronage as well as preventing appointments of lame 
duck members of Congress. The Bureau should not inject itself 
into this proposed legislation. 

ACTION: For information. 
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90th CONGRESS 
1st Session 



H. R. 146 



A BILL 



To amend title 28 of the United States Code to 
establish certain qualifications for persons 
appointed to the Supreme Court and to pro- 
vide that persons who have held certain Fed- 
eral and State offices shall be ineligible for 
appointment to any Federal judgeship 
within five years after leaving such offices. 



By Mr. Abebnetht 



Januabt 10, 1967 
Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 



P<s-c~~£%>£ 
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SOthCQNGRESS 

Tst Session 




H. R. 146 



wS- 



~n 



IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

January 10,1967 

Mr. Abernetht introduced the following bill ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 



A BILL 

To amend title 28 of the United States Code to esta blish certain 

qualifications for persons appointed to the Supreme Court Q no 
and to provide that persons who have held certain Federal 
and State offices shall be ineligible" for appointment to any 
Federal judgeship Mithin five years after leaving such offices. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 lives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 That (a) section 1 of title 28, United States Code, is 

4 amended by adding at the end thereof a new paragraph as 

5 follows : 

6 "From and after the date of enactment of this paragraph 

7 no person shall be appointed to the office of Chief Justice 

8 of the United States or to the office of Associate Justice of 

I 






\ 





1 the Supreme Court unless, at the time of the appointment, 

2 he shall have had at least five years of judicial service. For 

3 the purpose of this paragraph, 'judicial service' means service 

4 as a justice of the United States, a judge of a court of appeals 

5 or district court, or a justice or judge of the highest court 

6 of a State." 

7 (b) The heading of section 1 of title 28, United States 

8 Code, is amended to read as follows : 

9 "§1. Number of justices; quorum; qualifications" 

10 (e) The analysis of chapter 1 of title 28, United States 

11 Code, is amended by striking out 

"1. Number of justices; quorum." 

12 and inserting in lieu thereof 

"1. Number of justices; quorum; qualifications." 

13 Sec. 2. (a) Chapter 21 of title 28 of the United States 

14 Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following 

15 new section: 

16 "§ 461. Ineligibility of certain individuals for appointment 

17 as justices or judges 

18 "No individual shall be appointed as a justice or judge 

19 of the United States if at any time within the five-year pe- 

20 riod ending on the date of his appointment he has held any 

21 of the following offices : 

22 "(1) Vice President of the United States; 

23 "(2) Senator or Eepresentative in Congress; 








1 " (3) Head of the executive departments of the Federal 

2 Government (including the military departments) ; Deputy 

3 Secretary, Under Secretary, or Assistant Secretary of any 

4 such department; or Deputy Postmaster General, Assistant 

5 to the Attorney General, or Solicitor General of the United 

6 States ; 

7 " (4) Director of the Bureau of the Budget, Comptroller 

8 General of the United States, Administrator of General 

9 Services, Federal Mediation and Conciliation Director, or 
1° Director of Foreign Operations Administration; 

H " (5) Member of the Atomic Energy Commission, Civil 

12 Aeronautics Board, United States Civil Service Commission, 

13 Federal Communications Commission, Federal Power Com- 

14 mission, Federal Trade Commission, Interstate Commerce 

15 Commission, National Labor Relations Board, Securities 

16 and Exchange Commission, or the United States Tariff 
1^ Commission; or 

1 8 "(6) Governor, Lieutenant Governor, or head of any 

19 executive department of any State or Territory." 

20 (b) The analysis of chapter 21 of title 28 of the United 

21 States Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the 

22 following new item: 

"461. Ineligibility of certain individuals for appointment as justices or 
judges." 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE; 



? 7 f '- 



FROM : N. P. Callahan 



rj SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 



>■■/■■ 





Fagas B8fl«-H8«7.^Congr«igi|j»a V,jr&iaa, (jP) New Hacspsb'ra, 
»po*e coo-*ro Bt dacUiona by tar JBgraata Court. Be stated Cur CoostitutJcB 
«7« ie£ sUtioH ebail b« by the Coafcreaa, "aot by the court*. Yet whan a 
d«l*r«a aad :ew n» -mr bi£hset Court lee slate Jwlicsallv by repeatedly 
revr t ag the Coast .-tut ca to titer ptrf.ul taate, tfcere t* no appeal cader 
«r syetea* except t. Cngreaj. - - - - The American peop'e art at ita*. 
^*t bec^ir* ng awav.aned tc tue trua dan** t theai fr>it this )u<i!e;al 1 eeoae. 
C-ocrese a arvueed. *o ;a the orfraazed bar. - - - - dome aaever n.u«t fca 
fc*.nd a^.rt of tb« laborious prices* ol coast rtutiwaal amends^est, tor the 
Nat on caa :\i ati^rd a contfoaatioa of Si?ch e&erurafeateot* to Common at*, 
cr-it aa>e. and perrerta. Let u* b:,pc tint the Jfad e:ar* Ctuun^ttoea of tats 
C^ngreaa ill r»c ,(o r« the urieaer cf this problem. Ha taclrted an 
art c!e fr.m tha Pashtstioa Star of January Slat entitled Q.fh Court « 
T taral Pk'C fcad !a l*i* naas »r tten bv Jamas J. KJpatrc*. 
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UNITED STATES GO. INMENT 

Memorandum 




TO 



FROM 



Mr. Wicfyjt^ 
M. kJtyfgfV 






UAIfc: 3/1/07 



M Act. 2a% S 

""/HIS: 



T»U. Room . 
Helm* — — 
C<m*T 





subject: RADIO BROADCAST 
FULTON LEWIS ID 
/ 6:30 P.M., 3/1/67 



r 






In his broadcast this evening over Radio Station WGMS, 
Lewis stated that the Director's Message in the current issue of the 
FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin "took issue" with the findings of 
President Johnson's crime commission insofar as social ills being 
the primary cause of crime. 

Lewis proceeded to quote extensively from the Director's 
Message, touching on the problems of unwarranted judicial leniency, 
the necessity for crime deterrents and the advantages of swift and 
realistic punishment for criminal offenders. Mr. Lewis said that 
"whether he intended to or not, Hoover pointed up a major weakness" 
in the President's crime proposals by stressing that today there was 
not sufficient emphasis on deterrents to crime. 



Lewis went on to state that the President had completely 



: i_ j j.^ 



-^ —— 4.1. 



xauea co mention cur rem cuuri decisions wmcn nave so greauy impeded 
the efforts of law enforcement. He said that FBI statistics noted a 
shockingly high number of criminal repeaters whose activities repre- 
sented a great risk to the public and police officers. 

Lewis went on to say that if the President is SJftfigre 
in his desire to combat crime, he will have the opportunity/naming a 
replacement fof ^Supreme Court Justice Tom Clark. He opined that the 

T...<.: «1 1J U_ n X 4.) _;~l-J-„ A { IL. «_.1~1{*. -U«..1J u- _ 

new uuaiii;e onuuiu ue await; ui uie iigitis ui me ijuuiiw, oiujuiu ue a 

conservative like Justice Clark and should not be another Abe Fortas, 
"who gives comfort to the liberals. " Lewis was highly critical of 
Supreme Court decisions in all areas, including crime, subversion and 

»<*->■„,-.„.,-.„„ i~ n,.Ui; A nn U n n1n IT TT~ „n~ ^..A* A n 4- n 4-{ nr , 4-V.a4- 4-V.n CL. «*•««.. 

pi. aye i. a in ^fuunt- suiuuui nc v,uiiuuucu oioxnig niai nic uu^iciuc 

Court has acted as a legislative arm of Jhe (Government and has infringed 
on states rights constantly. (^ %, - Jt J_£TS' " 

NOT RECOBP^p* •—^" "f— - \f ■ /} 
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V^ \ s^\ For information, 

1 - Mr. Wick 
1 - Mr , DeLQach 
,(5) 7)b\ 
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tor* #, Ifdf 



»o rreiideat of tho kitu itaui of 

VaahiBftea, 9* C« 
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*• X amderetaad OorreeUy that a »eeent __ 

wwrnttiwupwl m *#ir lor* la* that aaffe ■o»berehiJ~4a~^"<*e*unt 




SSStA coot tie* # mai 



!!T?L!!ff l# trL* fr 2f dt f*f ««iit«t-^P *•* Mi hlrtna-eny pub] 
!**1? 7# ! ! ***£•• thl# * oul * ""^ the "tote Of lev Toi* povirl.it 

to 'lenlto teaefcort ir ©the* publlt MrraU v*o ere C«*unlttt end \ 
would open tbe way to tbeee vno would deetroy our roTeraoent and eurt 
rreedon to continue their eubvereivo eetirltlet unaoleeted gad with- 
out ret t rain t« ; F - 

if- 1 ** *■•*•** ' w «wwli Viet In i» # la part, to muta c< 
bo* .lnoongruotta eaa ve bet ^- £* 

*>• **V*««t f *** T|#W •* •*■•* *OCOut doetalOae by m\iAfit toui 

In the lend, it mid torn to a« that tho tloo hoe too* fr* ro-ei 
atton of tho atandarda of conduct, character, aorai integrity, cad , 
national loyalty of tfeoae oho ore appelate* to tho flupreac Court cad 
loiter oourts la our land. 

fS 12.!° *^» o<WDaom4 j« £ or jour doclcien to defeat property end dene* 
1th erlae. But, voulda^t prevent Ire aeaauroa applied la oar Bupreao 
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Court and other eourtt bo a long ttrtdo la %k±\ direction? 

t«et, rape, perYerelon reeult froa alado that feed en pornographic 
actertelc. Yhm theoe are aade ceclly mlleble, crea la our aove 
ItJil-i - *! ft 5 * **i?*}ne, f **«» 3. 1967, PMO TC tad folloolng) «»t 
teenage youth Or adult would not be teeptedt fblc tort of thlax 10 
thrujt at the «*nora3L public toattaatly oa televlcloa, the coroea, and 
Xoeltlnetc aagasla**, to to/ nothing Of tho flood of vulgarity of *hlch 
rltTgQT It only one. Rw esn winds be eont loudly bonbcrded otth lewd 

l"!l*7i!!!S?I** eoe J» 1 **•■•«*• to contuse eleoboUc bevaregV and 

o^ottlonmeVexattciea of conduct and eJtifcnthlp by people In retpon- 

• ible po.lttone an^ no t * U ecuobT * * - re-pun 

for erlne. - l *P] 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 



l-fo-rf 



FROM : N. P. Callahan 



subject. The Congressional Record 






ft J«« rmteittMi (H. X *««. 4U) t* ^rerttt ft* t ooft***ii«*H^««? 

tor Ut ptdplt i««i«U **» ioiWvio, * »« rM u* j/^JJJ, ^ taSwrtSJ 
tt as** of ttt pw***. It b«c*is#ft turn r#*poMibHUy of tftOM «ltcUU b* ft** 
p**J« to rwpprti* »«> to rwtdjsrt. '• 
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NOT BECG- 



In the original of a memorandum captioned an 
Record for "^ ■ *-1 ~Q~] 

marked for the Director's -attention 



d dated as above, the Congressional 
was reviewed and pertinent items were 
This form has been prepared in order that 



por&i^ck^eppy «ri Vr^^raainal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate 'J'areW'cASi/or subject matter files. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



The Director 



DATE: 



■'7- L 7 





SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 



Pages H2850-H2863. Congress man Ashbrook, (R) Ohio, included 
in the Kecord various " Supreme Court, decisions relating to "Communists and 
Subversives. " He remarked: • • - as the following listing of Supreme Court 
cases will show, friends of the Soviet Union have been making news in the courts 
in the United States as early as ID 13. Toc'ay, the friends of the U. S. S. R. are 
still creating havoc in our courts as evidenced by the recent U. S. Supreme 
Court decision striking down the "Foinberg law in New York State which permittee 

firing a teacher for being a member oi the Communist Party. This 

listing of Supreme Court affecting Con munists and subversives Provides a 
valuable background for appraising x \c iss'.ic. " Of the list of Supreme Court 
decisions listed by Mr. Ashbrook, ilie iollowine; contain references to the FBI: 
Marzani v. U. S. (1948); u. S. v. Coplon (1952); Gold v. U. S. (1957); 
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NOT RECOKDKiJ 
87 JViAft 31 1967 



in the original ol a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
1 e y L. . s / -» „„■,<; ™,iP«, P d nnd Dertinent items were 

ma^d I" £ D^forC atte^on. This^/has teen prepared in orde, ^ that 
port 10 n S oi a copy oi the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Eureau case or subject matter files. 
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The Director 
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UNITED STATES I /ERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 



-«.-«-7 



FROM N. p. Callahan 



SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 
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^ ***** MSa-«f% CMCttMiMUi Aa**raa%, (R) Ofcia, *pa*A ^. 

WMffUt new* <acia*oai at tfra .3itprta» QfofJU ■• «*4a raferaaca ta taa ^^ 

daclpiaa of Itayiaalaa aiaiaat U* fioattf ai HaftiU at Um Vatvarafty ai taa Staia 
a: N#» Yark «aaa. Tfcl* iavaitaa* t*a #«v Ya*k ra(4bar§ la* 1* *oic4 tatcfcara 
*i»a ntt **j&b*ra «t taa Camatuaiat tarty ca*i* k* ras»af*4 (rata tuir paattiaaa 
bacaaat of taca aaaotbarafcip. Aia* uiv«if«4 aa« aaetiaa Jdli «C taa afecattea 

.a* wuicb avtaariaaa tfca rtawfsl or at»p»riattadtata t twcUri, - - - - tor taa 
*tt*r»*ct ai aay tr«uftMVi or Mdit*ot.« vor| «r varoa. Tfcli aattlaa tu aiaa 
*ir*c« A»wb by tat Jaa*ar> Oaeia^ea. - atr. /au*raa«t UrtfM taat it I* vtdar- 
stao&L t ti*ai l**l» etci«ie» oft* taaa Tiawad wtta aia*** by taaat {aokJliar vitii t*a 
Cai^aiuaitt Ir'uty aad it* Salary af aa^ait aarf ri*aaca, 8« vast as ta 
fatNaaUftca, J. £a*ar Beavar. Director 1 tm ihl* and t&a aaa asaat 
fcaawtttetaa&a «aacar*4«t &a Casyttuuat t&raat, atatat fe«*ara a 8o«aa 

Afc&nvriat aa* &*ca«aUttaa ia ftbru*r? Ittt: 'Taa CaAuaaaiat Part? G.t A. 
coaattui** a grart #«cuirH ? Urwi ta mx Nataa, sot aaiy aaca*aa * iU a«trar*ya 

*ia**r.cai &aefc{reyatf, - * - tart tiao basaaaa m tut parti«*3ax aatara a* taa x 
party itattf—aa erttaiaattoa cottraltel aad anracta* &y Uaacaw aaaat itu*uait 
ifoti ia to arartarow oar tar-ia ai (aT«ra«t*at. ' lia raqwaatt* la aata ariata* im 
UaBacard aa art lea vrittaa ay ttt aattaaal cotcsA«da/ al Ua A«aric»» Lagiaa, 
Ja^i li. tavia, iutl** Ti*a 4apra»sa Cawt aatf Ua * aiaaari l aw wtica V 
appakraa U tut Murca 1W7 iuua a* tea /a*«ricaa la«taa tta^aaiaa. fta alaa \ 
iftct*MKn3 taa aia»aatia« «|iiata« al taa l**r a*§e*Bm Caurt I«atvcaa. x 



^ - jis-&£- 



Voj ap: l? no? 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Hecord for V-- <bT~ fc» 7 was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions oi a copy oi the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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summit, New j-rasy 
"Spril 13, 1967 




President Jghnaon 
Washington, P.O. 

Dear Sir: 

I find the following opinions quite prevalent ray friends: 



WAR .ON CRIME 



ov* ° f 



Within th£ United States this Is our most lmDortant problem. 
Yet, thet> 3upreme Cour t. Is not willing to give the proper author- 
ities the tools necessary to meet the situation. This Is a re- 
pulsive condition in the eyes of most of the public. I believe. 

I continually hear stories of how the police are no longer willing 
to do vhat the on* time thought was right and, instead now "would 
rather svitch than fight '.' The public is not afraid of a Police 
State as this could be rectified should we ever veer In that 
direction. We are now more afraid. of gangster rule than police 
rule. As the gangsters continue to be more affluent, they can 
readily take over the police, and thus become even stronger in 
the Government. 

We believe that wire taprlng should be readily permitted by 
pt least the Federal Government as they best see fit to oombat 
that which Is wrong. Should It mean that some harmless private 
conversations be overheard, we are willing to accept It as a 
email price to pay for battle. This la now a way of life. 

How can the Supreme Court be made to understand the will of the 
people and weigh this against the damage that is being done? 

ADAM POWELL / 



The only vsy ve would like to see him seated would be in a 
Federal 3*11! III! ^ , { 

00: Senator C. P. Case U^r-^ ainrmrftlv vrm*a - k" 

H.A.Williams /y ' 1 ^ |lte \ 

Congresswoman F.P.Dwyer *J ^ , 



,-t > 



0' 



Senator R. Kennedy 

Supreme Court Justice Warre 

F.B.I. Director J.E Hoover 
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4-572 (Rsv. 7-18-63) 

orriOMi >o«« mo is " 4. .- mio-io« 

MAT IP*) IftlllON ^^ 

• U CI" HO MO. 17 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



) 



DATE: 



fj^o ^ c - 1 



FROM : N. p. Callahan 



SUBJECT: 7h e Congressional Record 



o 



f (CVA^ V. (7 U \ r 




'■*<** , 




Fa*t» 5*t?|-8SMi. litaiUr K/Fia, (C) »trt4 Carat I aa, ai*i**4 fc 
that 'la a t9Tj UongaUai atata&aat aa ti* ^uprtasa Cttui, *ir« J. K*ti,*alal I 
SftAixick, a ftartt Ctroua* tUar**?, tea rtatad carta it m«NiiW at Ua 
Court whicit am ca*afat «a»7 /i&tricaat 4'ttraaa, paiticttJarty tita syataod 
ot *a tcttag a mw &atiea. Ur aamrici a eaaeara ia titat aoiat a*aaa *Aaat4 
ba <Umaa4 to laa«ra tJ*tt aa'y t&a fcaat a^altflad jtae^ia aarva aa taa Court rat£»ar 
tbai caatUAuaa t&a prtaaat BKtood a»ica ottaa rassitt ia *ypoi«iAi«*U tor 
paittical p«rpoaaa aad aat tar Judic al axcaiaaca. - • - - l*r. Baatrie* a arte a, 
la axca-laat, aad tu aa&&tfttieaa ara j>r©rocaw»; I racaiatuaad ilia (ka <s«aai* 
afcU ti*a fcaja that it will $aa«raU tbo^frf aad eraalirt *<■!©§, aa taia Uspartai* 
profeiai*., " Tfca artic.t «rtUi*4 Tfco C*»rt ia tat farU ia tfca Ho«ar& 



(=1 -JJ 5£ ^, 

not record** 

121 MAY 3 >*>7 






In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for "Y "'<■-< /- £ "7 was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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Upper Marlboro, 1U., 20870 
Kay 10, 1947 ^yj C^ 



The Honorable ^b J. "tomme & 3><r /I R HoovZK- 
Director of Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Washington, D.C. 

Vy dear Mr. Hoover t 




Mr. To] son — 
Mr. Dp Loach. 
hr.__ 

Mr.taMr.... 
Mr. Caliahan 
Mr. Conrad.- 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Sullivan_ 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter— 

Tele. Room 

Misa Holmes. 
Mil* Gandy__ 



A short time ago you released a letter concerning Morality, Integrity law*; 
order, crime and other disrespects of our great heritage which leaves us 
teetering on the very ledge of survival. I read your letter with 
breathless interest and I am taking this eppertunii-v t* personally 
thank and laud you for for your boldness in bringing to the people of 
America the facts that underlie the social problems with which we are 
confronted and with which you are very familiar behind your many years 
of experience. 

It is my earnest hope that more persons in upper positions would dare 
to openly express themselves with regard to the despicable crime in 
which America finds itsself . Tou have done a great service for our 
country in running down criminals but many of them thru legal tricks 
are soon free again. 

I think, lir. Hoover, the Supreme Court h as proven to be the best 
friend the criminal has and he is omnivorously feeding on the loose 
decisions the other courts are forced to make in view of certain 
rulings the higher make, many of which have a major question mark 
b hind them as far as the publis is concerned. 

No better phrase could ever be used than what you say about persecuting 
officers of the law particularly v. hen he is doing his duty, while the 
criminal many times goes free. The criminal should be sent to jail 
where he belongs and the officers should be commended and told to go 
and round up more of the desperate kind. 



Your letter was read in the Upper Marlboro, Md., Gazette, 
your convenience write more letters of the kind. 



Please at 




Thanking von again. 






Very truly yours, 
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May 15, 19* 




MAILED 6 . 

MAY 1 5 1967 

COMM-FBI 



Jpper Marlboro, Maryhnd_a0870 
Dear Mr. Timmons: 

I have received your letter of May 10th 
and want to thank you for your thoughtfulness In writing. 

It is a pleasure to know you found my remarks 
to be of interest and I am glad to know you share my views on 
the decline of morality and the increasing incidence of crime 
in our country. Tour support is appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

1 Ed sar Hoovsp 






Tolson 

DeLoach . 
Mohr . 
Wick . 

Caspe: 

Callahan . 

Conrad 

Felt . 

Gale 

Rosen __ 
Sullivan . 
To 
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NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufilea. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO j* DIRE 

FROI ^3/L^^ SAC * 



'; 



SUBJECT: 





DIRECTOR, FBI 



DATEr 



SPRINGFIELD (94-0) 




x/ 



*' 



6/9/67 



PROPOSED SU PREME COURT CHANGES 
RESEARCH MATTERS 



Mr. Totson 

Mr. DeLoach 

Mr. MoJ/. 

MpVk 

Mr. Casper .„ 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Cor.raJ. 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Su!t>an 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter 

TpJo. Room 

M:.-.; H !;r,-i 

Miss Gaudy 



Enclosed for the Bureau is a clipping from the 
evening edition of the "Illinois State Register" on 5/11/67, 
outlining^Supreroe Court changes ^proposed by JOHN P^TtOGGE, 
a Texas a ttorjiex*" A l^o enclosed is a copy of the proposal 
by ROGGE for a U. S^/Appe Hate Court .by Constitutional 
Amendment* " c -' 

This information is being furnished tae Bureau in 
light of the fact that American Legion, Post 32, Springfield, 
111., has endorsed this proposal and is planninfe^o present 
it for national] approval at an upcoming A merican- (Legion 
JNational Convention. """ ^ 
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OULD RELIEVE 'OVERWORKED ' SUPREME COURT 



U.S. Appellate Cou 

By Texas 




I 



Lawyer 



i 



By Patrick Cobum 
plan to channel all appel 
ate responsibilities from the 
U.S. Supreme Court to a new 
U.S. Appellate Court has been 
advanced by attorney John P. 
Rogge, a former Ulinoisan who 
now practices law in Texas. 

Rogge outlined his plan to a 
public forum Wednesday night 
presented by the American Le- 
gion Post 32. 

At the present time the Su- 
preme Court is "overworked 
according to Rogge. In addition 
to acting as a trial court f o r 
cases involving states or domes- 
tic cases where foreign powers 
are parties, the Supreme Court 
is the final appeal from the 

wer courts. i 

Under the plan as pfoposi 
Rogge in the form of a co. 

itutional amendment, the'U. 

pellate Court would be est 

lished and would act as the 

highest court in appeal matters. 

Rogge said the unique feature 
of the court would be the 
manner of appointment of t h e 
justices and the length of their 
terms. The Supreme Court jus- 
tices are appointed by the Pres- 
ident and approved by the Sen- 
ate. The appointments are for 
life, and there is no compulsory 
retirement age. 

The proposed court would 
have justices appointed by the 
U.S. senators and representa- 
tives from each of the 10 ar- 
ts which make up the 
t U.S. Court of Appeals. 

Each justice would have to 
ve at least five years 
perience as a member of the 



JTT«t-^r.rt tin munni ft Rngfl p said Ss plB 

Illinois Supreme Court) in child of his and • few other at- 
state which he rep- torneys, has only been in th e 
polished stage for about three 
months. The plait has already 
won support of a national farm 
association^xixif-*™ 11 ?* "^ a 
veterans' organization. 



the 

the 

resents. 
For example, justices from 
e Seventh Circuit (Illinois, If 
ana, and Wisconsin) would 
losen at a convention of all 
embers of Congress repress 
ing the states in the circuit. 
Each U.S. representative (a to- 
tal of 45) would have one vote 
and the six U.S. senators would 
share a like number of votes 
long themselves. 1 

The Appellate justices wou jp 
rve a term set by law, anET 
ey would be required to retire 
at a certain age. Rogge has 

(suggested a five-year term and 
retirement at age 75. The court 
would choose its own c h i e,f 
Injustice. s 

TRogge_sajd that^ b ecause 
tepufation vanes' greatly amoi 
foe 10 circuits, a sliding seal 
for the number of appointments 
from the circuits would have to 
be established. 

The two smallest circuits 

would appoint one justice eacf 

he six medium - si zed cjrcu: 

fouia have two appointment 

|nd the two larger circi 

would appoint three justices. 

The number of appointments ab 

lotted to each circuit wouli 

hinge upon any congressionil, 

reapportionment following f 

ional census. 
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(Indicate page, nam* of 
niwipaptr, city and state.) 



Page U 13 

Illinois State 
Register 

Springfield, Illinoi 



Dat.: 5/11/67 

Edition: Evening 
Author: Patrick Cobum 
Editor: Edward Armstronj 

Title: 

U.S. Appellate Courl 

Character: 

or 
Classification: 
Submitting Office 

| I Being Investigated 
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FILED 
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WHERKAS in the 1M6 National Convention, The American Legion renewed 
its demand for correcting the Supreme Pourt lb a wall prepared resolution 
No. 44 stating that the Supreme Court "has usurped the role # the Congress, 
the Executive branch and the sovereingty of the several atate^ . , . ", and 

* ■ ■ 

WHEREAS it resolves ( 'That if a const ltutional amendment Is deemed nec- 
essary to reaaaert the/supremacy of Congress in legislative matt era. then 
let aueh amendment be aubmitted to the states for ratification, coached in 
terma that cannot be misconstrued or ignored. '\ r (Bee page 47 Summary of 
Proceedings, 1M6 National Convention), and 



t 



-r*' w - ■ 



wmatEAf In a ha rtf- striking article In the March issue of American 
Legion Magazine, styled "The Supreme Court and the Felnberg Law" 
National Commander John E. DewiaNpointa out {be evil being done by the 
Supreme Court'* recent deciaion knocking out New York's Feinberg Law, 
which permitted firing a teacher in the public achools for being a member 
of the Communist party; and Commander Davis pointing out that the Supreme 
Court 'a rulljig **. . . now stands as a l^cenae for the Communis ta td atep-up 
their fifty-wear efforts to infilteate American public education", urges \ . . 
that Congrats must do something about this or surrender to the Court its 
pow era and duties to protect the country. A bipartisan effort of the beat 
ligal and constitutional minds should devise new law without delay -- a Con- 
stitutional amendment If need be. " and 

WHEREAS the attached proposal for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States would set up a United States Appellate Court which, because of 
its powers and the provisions for appointment, tenure and qualifications of its 
judges, we believe would improve the appellate process in the federal courts 
and would correct many of the complaints on the subject by Commander Davis 



NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by THE AMERICAN LEGION, Post 32, 
Springfield. Illinois, in regular meeting. May 12, 1887 as follows: 

1, W« endorse the attached draft of the proposed U. S. Appellate Court 
Amendment and recommend the American Legion support It as the 
"Commander John E. Davis Amendment". 

2, We ask that this resolution and the proposed amendment be passed on to 
our intermediate conventions and that they be acted on by our Department and 
National, conventions. 

3, On the concurrence of the Commander of 21st District we ask that copies 
of this resolution and the attache l! draft of the proposed amendment be sent 
to the Department of California, New Mejdco, Indiana and Ohio whose^esblu- 
Uons along with Resolution No. B46 from thr Department of Dltnols were com- 
bined to make Revolution No. 44; and wc ask that the Departments send them 
im to tfaa Po ft ° r other source of the Depa rtment resolution and we invite cor- 

responce 'ivlth such Poata and others interesfe"cTrn" : tb~e"sub , ]ecT^6 thJit~B'~eon> lrJ ' 

certed effort may be made to present and support this or s similar proposal 
to our National conventlon.N > ' *" ' ■ \ 

4, We ask that where this amendment is adopted, either at National or Depart- 
ment level, that a special Legislative officer be appointed In the National, or 
Department or Poat or other subdivision in the American Legion to promote the 
jpropoaal for the respective area.. To serve under *he regular Legislative 
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A Proposal for a United States Appellate 
( By Constitutional Amendment) 



Court 




The general dissatisfaction with the U.S. Supreme Court's decisions in the 
last 15 years has prompted many proposals in the Congress and elsewhere, looking 
toward a remedy. Because the Supreme Court's decisions complained of have been 
in cases which were appealed from the lower courts it has been suggested that the 
remedy can be had by Congress taking from the Supreme Court it's power to hear 
such appeals, either in all cases or in casing involving specific issues. The Congress 
has taken suca action in the past and can do so again. — However, by abolishing the 
Supreme Court's appellate jurisdiction without vesting it elsewhere a conflict would 
soon develope in the decisions of the -lower courts even where based on similar facts 
so that this remedy while settling one problem would create another. 

There have also been several proposals submitted to the Congress for amend- 
ments to the Constitution each to care for some specific complaint against the 
Supreme Court, some would reverse the prayer decisions, others would restore to 
the States the power to re -apportion in the State and still others would free our 
local law enforcement agencies from the obstructions confronting them in many 
of the Supreme Courts decisions. To correct the problem by this approach would 
mean a flood of constitutional amendments now and with the prospect of others 
to be required later aB the Supreme Court's might require. 

In stead of this piece -meal correction a constitutional amendment has been 
proposed to set up a United States Appellate Court to hear all appeals which are 
now being heard by the Supreme Court. A draft of the proposed amendment is here- 
to attached. It is thought that the basic provisions in the proposal with reference 

to qualifications of the members of the court, their tenure in office for years and_ 

not for life, compulsory retirement at a specified age, the manner of their »p- 
pointrpent, that these provisions would make reasonably certain a court dedicated 
to constitutional government and with a proper respect for precedents. It could be 
expected that such a court would avoid decisions which would require relief by 
further constitutional amendments. 

Our proposal would have the States name the members to the Court and for 
that purpose they would be grouped as in the ten Circuits of the United States 
Courts of Appeals. These Circuits vary considerably in population and and as to 
the membership in the Congress, Senators and Representatives, from the various 
Circuits. This latter, the membership in the Congress, would seem to be a fair 
measure of the relative sizes, population -wise , in the various Circuits and so it 
has been used in the attached draft as a basis to determine the number ot judges 
to be appointed from each Circuit. The States in each Circuit and their total 

membership in the Congress, Senators and Representatives, are as follows: 
First Circuit, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 26 members; 
Second Circuit, Connecticut, New Ypk, Vermont, 54 members; 
. Thi r d Cir^ui t^^eJaw^re^jJew^ Jersey. Pennsylvania, 49 members: 

Fourth Circuit , Maryland, North Carolina, Sou th" C ar o lina rVir gTn ia" arid *-•—«• -* 

West Virginia, 50 members 

Fifth Circuit, Alabama, Florida. Georgia, Lousiana, Mississippi and 

Texas, 78 members; 

Sixth Circuit, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio. Tennessee, 67 members: 

Seventh Circuit, Illinois, Indiana, Wisconsin. 51 members; 

Eighth Circuit, Arkansas. Iowa. Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska. North 

Dakota. South Dakota, 50 members; 

Ninth Circuit, Arizona, California, Idaho. Mor.ta.na, Nevada, Oregon, 

Washington, Alaska, Hawaii, 78 members; 

Tenth Circuit, Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Utah, Wyoming, 



32 members 




L — 



s-^rs: ■sratjt.i r*,' v^-<^.e«-?rsr;5*s*£*i." 



J 






cs 



Z) 





The formula used in the draft proposal would give to each Circuit 
with 20 member! or leas in the Congress, one appointment to the Court; and 
for each 25 additional members in the Congress above the basic 20, the Cir- 
cuit would be entitled to one more appointment on the Court; based on this 
formula the First and Tenth Circuits would each be entitled to one appointment 
on the Court; the Second, Third, Fourth, Sixth, Seventh and Eighth Circuits, 
would each be entitled to two appointments on the Court and the Fifth and Ninth 
Circuits would each be entitled to three members on the Court. These figures 
could possibly change with each decennial census; under the present congres- 
sional apportionment the Court would have twenty members. 

'The States' within a Circuit in making any appointments to the Court 
would act through their delegations in the Congress, Senators and Representa- 
tives, each acting ex officio and exercising his own discretion. When assembled 
to make such appointments each Representative present would have one vote 
and all ot the Senators present collectively would have as many votes as the 
Representatives present and this total vote would be shared and voted by such 
Senators equally and in fractions. 

Appointments to the Court would be made from active members ol the 
courts of last resort in civil cases ol the States within the Circuit provided 
they have had at least five years service on that court, appointments .vould 
be for five years and with eligibility /or re -appointment. Retirement would 
be compulsory at age 75 years with full salary for lite. Some ol these are 
details which could be varied without materially changing the proposal. 

ft will be noticed that this amendment would leave with the Supreme Court 
the powers vested in i\ by the Constitution they being powers not related to the 
appellate jurisdiction; it will be noticed, too, that it does not take from the 
Senate it's voice in the appointing process as would have been the case with 
certain other proposals offered on this general Bubject. 

The proposal advanced here is of very recent origin, - within the present 
year. It has not yet been widely circulated. It has had some organised support 
and has not been rejected where -ever submitted for formal approval. 
It's sponsors consider it has merit to warrant the attention and the support of 
the Congress. For, that purpose it ought to be presented there by joint resolu- 
tion so that early hearing? can be had. .With that in mind, suggestions on 
the proposal and on developing support for it will be appreciated. 



John P. Rogge, 

4007 Bellaire Blvd. , 
Houston, Texas 77025 
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A PROPOSAL FOR A UNITED STATES APPELLATE COURT 
BY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 




1 1. There it hereby established the United States Appellate Court and it ahull hav* 

2 exclusive appellate jurisdiction over all of the court* which have been, and which may 

3 be, established by the Congress az;d m all matters coming up from the State court a, 

4 Such appellate jurisdiction ahall extend to both law and tact and to all casea to which 

5 toe judicial power of toe United States extends or shall hereafter extend; except that 

6 the powers of the Supreme Court in those cases in which It has original jurisdiction 

7 undsr Article III of the Constitution as amended by Articke XI of the amendments to 
6 the Constitution shall not be impaired by tris amendment. 

9 2, The States shall appoint the members of the Court and for that purpose they shall 

10 be grouped as in the Circuits of the United States Courts of Appeals as constituted at the 

11 time of submission of this amendment for ratification. They shall make such appoint" 
-J 12 ments through their members in the Cougrees acting ex officio as delegates and each 

13" exercising his own discretion. Irs a delegation convened to make such appointments each 

14 Representative present shall have one voce and the Senators present shall collectively 



"^•B^ -^ ■ *-?^ -.--"-J 15 have a total vote equal that of all such Representatives and shall have equal allotments 

\ f W"' J "' M | | 16 of such total votes in units and fractions. Appointment shall be by majority vote. 

17 In cane ot a tie vote that voting delegate wi';n'.the longest total service in the Congress, 

18 as among the delegates voting, shall have one more vote to break the tie. 

19 3. The States in each Circuit shall collectively be entitled to appoint one member to 

20 the Court and for each 25 members in the Congress to which the States in each Circuit 
.^^^^ 21 shall collectively b« entitled , over and above the basic 20 members, such such States 

'*.< ,, W*'Mi 11 *** flWJlP^ ZZ s h all collectively be e ntitled to appoint one more member to the Court. 

23 4- Upon this amendment becoming effective the appointing delegates shall convene 

24 at the seat of the government and in their respective delegations and shall make ap- 

25 pointments to the Court. Delegations from the First and Ninth Circuits shall make 

26 appointments for one year; those from the Second and Sixth Circuits, for two years; 

27 those from the Third and Eighth Circuits, for three years; those from the Fourth and 

28 Seventh Circuits, for four years and those from the Fifth and Tenth Circuits, as well 
29 
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31 as all appointing delegations acting thereafter, shall make appointments for five years; 

32 except that appointments to vacancies occurring other than by expiration of a term shall 

33 be for the remainder of the term. 

34 5, Appointments shall be made fritn active members of the State courts of last re- 

35 sort in civil cases of tht States in the respective Circuit who shall be under 75 years 

36 of age and who shall have had not less than 5 years of service on such State Court. 
!- — J? — Tanura shall be subject to good behavior and retirement shall be compulsory at 75 years 



38 ot age with full salary for life. Congress shall fix the compensation for members of the 

39 Court which shall not be leas than that of the Justices of the United States Courts of Ap- 

40 peals. Members shall be eligible for re •appointment at the expiration of each term. 
„_ _JS*?'-"'1§' 41 6. Upon this amendment becoming effective the delegations having made appoint- 

"""'"* 42 ments to the Court shall forthwith certify the same to the President of the Senate and to 

- *Kt^«J ■- *3 tke Speaker of the House and the appointees so certified shall present themselves at the 

44 seat of the government on the 30th day after such effective date and having qualified on 

45 oath or affirmation shall at once take office as Justices of the Court; they shall choose 

.IT* ■ " 

* '6 one of their number as Chief Justice and the Court shall then enter upon its duties. 

47 Other appointees, upon such certification and qualification, shall be entitled to their ^ "" 

48 seats on the Court. 

49 7. Appointment to Chief Justice shall be for a term of five years or until expiration 

50 of the appointee's term on the Court if It occurs first. The Chief Justice shall be eli- 

51 glble for re -appointment at the expiration of each term. 

52 8. A vacant seat on the court shall be filled by the States which appointed the next 

53 preceding incumbent in the seat so vacated. For that purpose the appointing delegation 

54 shall convene at the seat of government if Congress is in session: otherwise they shall 

55 convene at the Capitol of the most populous State in the respective Circuit. 



56 9. To the extentoH^^onlflcTb* IS^I e ll Wts pi u i le twite -ofcihie ajne»djpent i aj(d t aav__ 

57 provisions in the Constitution of the United States and earlier amendments thereto, 
56 this amendment shall control. 

59 10. This Article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an amend - 

60 meat to the Constitution by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several States 

61 within seven years from the date of its submission to the States by the Congress- 

62 11. This amendment shall take effect thirty days after its. ratification. 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for 6-- ~ Jf/ ~ £7 was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy oUfhe original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate^^epu case or subject matter files. 
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Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 
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FROM 



N. P. Callahan 






SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 

a/) 



Page H7552. Congressman Erlenborn, (R) Illinois, introduced 
ja bill v^!,'_R.. llpOjTJ.to aracrci title 23, United .States Code, to provide that the 
'-Euprei i.e Co urt may not in any caae hold any provision of law invalid under the 
JCdnHUution~of the United states unless at least six Justices ol the Court concur 
in that holding. He stated "Others have introduced constitutional amendments 
to effect this change. After consulting v.'ilh eminent legislative authority, 
however, I decided that the intention could be carried out by an act of Congress! 
A copy of this bill will be obtained. 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for /J JV-. jj ^' i '~l L*'l was reviewed and pertinent items were 
marked for the Director's attention.' This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a co{4 £>fYne~original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate 'i*\jieau case or subject matter files. 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for *y?^— ,/ *? — ' £ "V was reviewed and pertinent items were 
marked for the Director's attenticrffT This form has been prepared in order that 
Pff^C^T. P s ypytf4^'fi or i < 3i rlc| l memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
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in tr.e original o: a rr.eftWfandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
r.eccra :o: ^_ $ £. - J £ "'7 was reviewed and pertinent items were 

.T.cikea :o: tr.e Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions c: a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
:n appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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SUBJECT: fhe Congressional Record 
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In the original oi a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for ; . / z y - /, ■/' was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may he clipped, mounted, and placed 
it! aspi^JpTiate Pureau case^y; subject matter files. 
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Memorandum 
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DATE: 




subject: THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 



AUGUST 30, 1967 
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Reference is made to Mr. Callahari*s memorandum to 
the Director dated 8-31-67 (attached) wherein Senator Ervin (Democrat - 
Carolina) referred to a "Reader's Digest" article by Eugene H. 
[ethvinh^he Supreme Court Really Supreme?" In quoting from the 
. article Senator Ervin points out that, according to FBI statistics, since 
J the 1966 ruling the rate of police solutions of reported crimes has dropped 
Iby almost 10 percent. The Director inquired, "Is this 'correct ? H." 

The Congressional Record isj.naccurate as to the year. 
jThe article in "Reader's Digest" by EugeneTtfethvin," who is friendly to 
,the Bureau, states that the solution rate has dropped almost 10 percent 
| since 1961, the year of the Mapp versus Ohio decision which required 



'( 



of- 



local law enf 



^^^rnent to follow Federal procedure. There is enclosed 
5a copy of a^ fe:o Mr. Wick memorandum dated 3-16-67 captione 

'/'Attorney GeneraFsTestimony, House Judiciary Committee, March 16, 
:1967, " which sets forth the figures to which Methvin had reference in 
his article. It is noted this memorandum reflects a total drop of 9.2 
percent since 1961. Marked copy of "Reader's Digest" attached; 
jspecific quotation on page 82. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 



^/ 



FROM 



N. P. Callahan 



SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 
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X~,™ ?k , H | «"*««««» h "e printed | n th e Recortleveral documents 
reve^ng that Supreme Court Justus. Judges of Federat courts ISo&o 



ttfe Supreme Court, State judges, l^A^ers-and journalists have charged that 
during recent years a majority o£ theM& preme Court has repeatedly rendered 
decisions iii compatible with the lar.-uage and the history of the Constitution. 
This material contained an article froin th? July 19S7 issue of the Reader 'sp, 
Digest entitU^Si^s the Supreme Court Really Supreme?" written by 
Eugene S^ethvih. This article stales "There Is mounting evidence that 
the Court's massive federalization of criminal justice has grievously 
crippled law enforcement, FEJ statistics shot? that, since the 1S6G ruling! 
the rateat which ..police are solvit reported bribes — a rate 'which had held 
steadylor. years, has dropped by almost ten bercent. " Mr. Ervin also* * 
included several court decisions ar.d varicuskther articles and editorials 
wilih his remarks. - 
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FROM \\ ?. Co.ILv.^r. 



SUBJECT; "he Cor.cressioncl Record 
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Bennett, (D) Florida, spoke 
Supreme Court in the case of the 



Page HIS631. Congressms 
regarding the decision handed down by the 

United States against Robel. He stated "I was dismayed to hear that the Court 
r.as aeelared an important section of the Subversive Activities Control Act 
unconstitutional. The Court now tolls us that we cannot make it unlawful for 
any ::. ember of a Communist organization to engage in any employment in any 
d^fc-nse facility. The Court feels that we have violated freedom of association by 
so trying to curb sabotage and spying in our defense facilities. " He went on 
to state "The Court admits the objectives of the Communists are unlawful, but 
it declares that just because one belongs 'to an organization which consoires 

'; t'/.e^ Government of the United States does not mean that he agrees with 
aw.ul aims. This is what the Court says is guilt by association. I disagn 
Ivir. 3enre:i advised that he has beer, in contact with the Department o: Defense 
regarding what needs to be done to provide adequate protection for defense 
establishments in view of this decision. Ke stated "I hope my colleagues will 
i°' x P' : " e *" ^ ra * tin S ar - d passing legislation by the early part of next year to 
:b.l the vacuum left by this decision. I will shortly have a bill in this area .- 
in which 1 would welcome cosponsors in the House. " 
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From the desk of 
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12-12-67 






Dear Mr Hoover 

I am thankful for God fearing men like you. I know 
how busy you are, but can you give me an opinion on an editorial 
like this. 



The best in the world to you, and may God bless you 



/s/ 




Glendale 7, California 
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^Bfrpreme CouTt^ 
Out of Bounds 

* . * 

In a classic dissent to' a U. S, Supreme ; 
Court decision msndstin g rea^^ortionmen* 
two of its justices called the ruling "Dracon^ 
ian and without precedent in the Constitu- 
tion." , ■ 

Others, from layman to expert, look at the 
recent arrogation of powers constitutionally 
reserved to the legislative, executive or states 
by the court and ask if the highest judicial 
authority itself is not unconstitutional. » 

The problem is hardly overstated by these 
two examples. If the present trend of Su- , 
preme Court power ass um ption, which is ' 
copied by lower courts, is not checked the 
constitutionally - guaranteed separation of 
powers will disappear. 

And in the interim, the law-abiding, God- 
fearing citizen who has been the stalwart in 
the growth of our nation may have to look 
for a bomb shelter to find the safety under 
law he has earned. 

There are no words in the Constitution 
giving the Supreme Court the right to over- 
rule Congress or the administration. Article 
HI, however, does give Congress the right to 
regulate the Supreme Court. It is a congres- 
sional power that should be exercised vigor- 
' ously. 

Because of court decisions, confessed, 
hardened criminals are walking the streets 
as free mea Rulings on search and seizure, 
questioning, confessions, legal representa- 
tion and other procedures have tied the hands 
of the police. The crime rate is soaring as 
a result. 

School children cannot say prayers in 
classes without fear of legal reprisal as result 
of court decisions. School administrators are 
forced to hire avowed Communists and can- 
not control seditious on-campus activity be- 
cause of legal .restrictions. For all practical 
purposes internal security has been ham- 

Strang through the court's decisi ons on la ws 

controlling Communists. ~ 
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J EDITORIALS • OPINIONS - FEATURE: 

CARROLL W. PARI 
DECEMBER 5, 1967 Publisher and Editor" 




f,^^ Article TV of the Constitution _ 
#:■,- each state the right to a republican form of 
^ '' fcovertunem\ The Supreme Court's "one men, 
1000 vote" ruling make* fftls a saoekery. -. 

in California the Legislature was forced 
Into anexpensive, futile session because the 
state Supreme Court, on the basis of the 
higher ruling, mandated congressional district 
boundary changes between, the bicentennial 
census, 

The courts have overruled Califorwans* 
desires on housing amendments. They have 
stipulated how the medical welfare program 
should be cut. They have even stayed execu- 
tions before any precedent is set in the case 
before the bar. 

Contrary to the exalted opinion of Charles 
Evans Hughes, the Supreme Court Is not the 
sole arbiter of the Constitution. This would 
put it above the Constitution itself, eliminate 
government by the people, and make separ- 
ation of powers semantics. 

As the dissenting justices said, the Su- 
preme Court has arrogated Draconian powers 
to itself. Time has been wasting for Congress! 
to reverse the trend and restore the balance! 
if the republican form of government on tha 
•^-tional level is to survive. * 
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December 18, 1807 

■ ■ ■ . f -. ■ ■ 

<p<// .■•■■■■-■>; 



Glendale, California 91207 




vJO 



Tour communication of December 12th, with enclo- 
sure*, has been received and I want to thank you for your kind 
comment. 

In response to your request, as the head of a 
Federal Investigative agency I do not feel tt would be proper for 
me to comment as you desire. I trust you will understa nd . 

Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoov« , 




To I son _ 

DeLoach 

Mohr 

Bishop 

Camper 

C si j ah an 

Conrad 

Full 

Sale 

Hasen 

".■j Hi van 



NOTE: Bufiles reflect prior correspondence witl^H A latest 

outgoing 5/27/65, thanking him for an editorial ciHRnwhich appeared 
in the "Glendale News" on 5/15/65 which was favorable of the Director. 
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December 19, 1987 






Dear 




; 




I have received your letter of December 12th and 
want to thank you for the high regard In which you hold my admin- 
istration of this Bureau. 

I appreciate the interest which prompted you to write 
and I share your concern for the welfare of our Nation. Perhaps 
the most effective way to bring about an end to the menace of a 
spiraling crime rate and its attendant problems is to make one's 
position on these matters known to one's elected representatives, 
on all levels. They are interested in their constituency, and the 
means to curb crime are within the province of the legislative bodies. 

I am enclosing some material further setting forth my 
views along these lines which X hope you will find to be of interest. 
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Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Eooyer. 
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^~ Enclosures (2) 
^*S^: — ^The\ Challenge of Leadership 
•^^^mmv**^ y The American Experiment and the Future 
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NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. 
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o>* cim, no. ho >r 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 



7-/f-6f 




$*m*L0€ liar** (D) Or*ge», arf** prtoipt 



FROM >. N. p. Callahan 



SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 



f*g*# 0tY4~ft4T4». 

i*-raaU fcetlQB to Uc t»» MalMit far \k* twer*m* Cawrt < <*»»tUt rarta* mm! 
J*4(t TkatafccrryK *# Urtatf^tf to U# ft«car4 tin t*«t «f * t*l cr*ai alp** ay 
#Sv 4;>m aa* pro iMWf 1 ttt 'l»%i lav »ctooU 4b U* .*atioa, " r«<«aui»fi<.it 
lull * *au appro* t U*»* tv» a»«U«ho** B« also SaUa4e4 • l«Uf r :rata 
,ta* uiwrty L**? «aa«»ia£ ttw cattlmaUaa a? Ab« fartaa a« Cfci*: JoUe*. 

*a# ** mini -*m$ g *ator Pa*t9r«, (0) *fca4? Utaa4, 

Unseat id t;v £?aat« »**■!<* practe* ait&ovt antwfsarj- adt? ta tb? aau r 
ai *-rc»»**auai a?p*ia**«aU to t&« taprun* < •art a&* tftciaav* ia fet 
R> tertaaiatrQst a;v»pap*r artkU* r*lati«f to U*** ap pa W m«af. 
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In the original g^Jt^jtemorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for '/- J? - & $' was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
^fri ArJJi^p/Iate fffatefiu case or subject matter files. 
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